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payment of interest. The question is, if I under- 
stand the gentleman from Georgia, to fix the 
interest due on the debton the Government. The 
gentieman from Tennessee contends that it is not 


the policy of the Government on pay interest at 


all. Ido not see the difference between the Gov- 
ernment paying interest and an individual doing 
the same thing. If, by the tardy legislation of 


this Government, individuals are deprived of their | 


just claims, I can see no reason why the Govern- 
ment should not pay the interest that has legally 
accrued on these claims upon proper proof. 

I know nothing of the character of the claim, 
nor do I design to advocate the right to interest 
that this particular claimant has, for I am not 
apprised as to the delay which this claim has met 
in its progress from time to time. But, sir, my op- 
josition is to the principle laid down by the gen- 
tieman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] with respect 
to the Government paying interest on those meri- 
torious claims which have been lying over from 
time to time, simply because Congress has failed 
to reach those bills. If the individuals are thus 
deprived, because of the slow and tardy manner 
in which Congress has taken up these bills, of 
their just claims, it is certainly nothing but fair 
and right that they should be paid interest upon 
them. 


It may not be the policy of the Government to 


nay interest on such claims; but it is not on that 
account the less fair and proper that it should. It 
is said that the Government would be committed 
to the policy of paying interest in like cases. I, 
for one, am perfectly willing to commit the Gov- 
ernment to the payment of interest on all claims 
which have been delayed, not because of the nee- 
ligence of individuals to present them, but from 
the slow and tardy manner in which Congress 
generally reaches matters of this character. 

Mr. HILLYER. Will the gentleman permit 
me to explain? 

Mr. GREENWOOD vielded the floor. 

Mr. HILLYER. Within my knowledge this 
claim has been pending before Congress for six 
years. Long prior to that time it was pending 
before the Departments. The claimant is a poor 
man, an ignorant man. Sometime after the claim 
became due he did not know how to proceed to 


have itadjudicated. As soon as he could ascertain | 


the proper Department to apply to, to have the 
claim adjusted, he made application. And it has 
been all this time pending either before the Depart- 
ments or before Congress. It »has been for six 
years pending before Congress. During the last 
session the Committee on Claims, though unani- 
mously concurring in the report made tothe House, 
were not able to make a report. I demand the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


The question was then taken on the amend- | 


ment. 


The CHAIRMAN decided that the vote was 


in the affirmative. 
Several Members. ‘*Divide!’? ‘*Divide!”’ 
Mr. LETCHER. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr.McMULLIN. I desire the amendment to 
be reported. 
The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 
Strike out the following words: ** Together with the in- 
terest thereon from the said 8th day of February, 1848.” 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I demand tellers 
upon the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. kt is too late, as the Chair. 
has announced the result. 
Mr. CURTIS. I ask for tellers upon the 


adoption of the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Latuam and 
Vait appointed. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
now adjourn. 

_The question was taken; and there were, upona 
division—ayes 50, noes 71. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question was then taken upon the adoption 


18 


I move that the House do 


} 
i 


of the amendment; and the tellers reported—ayes 
69, noes 74. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the bill upon the table, 


and upon it | call the yeas apd nays. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the affirmative. 

So the House, according to previous order, ad- 
journed till Monday next at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 30, 1854. 

Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 

The Journa) of Friday was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
Brown a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, in the place of Mr. Apams, who, at his 
own request, was excused from further service. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information in relation to the wreck of the 
steamer San Francisco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting copies of such accounts as 
have been rendered by persons intrusted with the 
disbursement of money, &c., for the benefit of the 
Indians, from July 1, 1851, to. June 30, 1852, in- 
clusive; together with a list of the names of all 
persons to whom money and goods have been de- 
livered within the same period, &c., in obedience 
to an act passed June 30, 1834, entitled ** An act 
for the organization of the Department of Indian 
Affairs; ’’ which was referred to the Committee on 
indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a re- 
port of the proceedings of a meeting of citizens 
of New York, held at the Tabernacle in Broad- 
way, in favor of the adoption of measures to se- 
cure to American citizens abroad the rights of 
religious worship; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Rhode Island, recommending the Sena- 
tors and Representatives of that State in Congress 
to prevent the passage of any law tending to dis- 
turb the provision of the act of March 6, 1820, 
commonly called the ‘* Missouri compromise act,”’ 
in regard to slavery; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented eleven petitions of 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying that the United 
States Mint may not be removed from that city; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, and New Jersey, praying a further ap- 
propriation for the piers at Reedy Island; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Brunswick and its vicinity, in the State of 
Maine, praying a reduction in the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial of merchants and others, of 
Portland, Maine, praying that the custom-house 
at that place may be rebuilt, it having been de- 
stroyed by fire. The memorialists state that no 
adequate accommodations for the transaction of 
custom-house business in that place at present ex- 
ist. The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. WADE presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying that the unsold public lands 
in that State may be granted for the use of public 
schools therein; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of George 
W. Yerby, Horace M. Dewey. and others, in 


from Georgetown, District of Columbia, through 
Pennsylvania avenue, to the navy-yard; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Newton and its vicinity, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, praying a reduction in the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
Thomas B. Huger, John Quincy Adams, and 
Bayse N. Westcott, officers of the Navy, praying 
to be indemnified for clothing lost on board the 
United States steamer Hunter, wrecked on the 
coast of Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

Also, the petition of the widow and children of 
John M. Baker, late Consul at Rio de Janeiro, 
praying compensation for diplomatic services; 
which was referred to the Committee on -Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of John C, 
Rives, W. W. Seaton, R. W. Latham, and others, 
citizens of Washington, praying that George W. 
Yerby and others may be authorized to construct 
a railroad from Georgetown, District of Columbia, 
along Pennsylvania avenue, to the navy-yard, 
Washington; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a petition of the citizens of Cincinnati, 
praying the construction of a canal around the 
falls of the Ohio river on the Indiana side: which 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

Mr. WELLER presented the memorial of Ho- 
ratio G. Gibson, First Lieutenant in the Third 
Artillery of the United States Army, praying that 
extra pay may be extended to the officers, sailors, 
and marines serving in California, from 8th May, 
1846, to Ist July, 1850; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GWIN presented a petition of officers of 
the Army, praying an increase of the commutation 
price of the army ration; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented four petitions 
of citizens of the State of lowa, praying that a 
grant of land may be made toaid in the construc- 
tion of the Philadelphia, Fort Wayne, and Platte 
Valley air-line railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Brooklyn and New York, praying Con- 
gvress to enter into a contract with Christian 
Hansen, for the transportation of the mails, by 
steamships, from that city to certain ports in Eu- 
rope; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Calvin K. Averill, admin- 
istrator of Genevieve Victor, widow of Lieuten- 
ant Felix Victor, praying for commutation pay of 
Lieutenant Victor, and for pension due the 
widow, for the benefit of their grandchildren; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. FISH. I desire also to present the peti- 
tion of John W. Griffiths and Richard Norris, 
asking for the passage of a law as to the registry 
of steamboats which they are about building, dif- 
ferently from the provisions of the present act, 

which I ask may be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. Inasmuch as the petition contains 
some very interesting statements in regard to the 
effects of the present law as to the registry of ton- 
nage, some of which are suggested as causes 
which may possibly have led to the recent disas- 
ters at sea, I ask that it may be printed. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 


' on Commerce, and the motion to print it was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Eliza- 
beth Monroe, praying to have her pension ex- 
tended and refiewed; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James M. Goggin, pray- 
ing to be allowed additional compensation for his 


favor of the construction of a passenger railway |) services as special mail agent for California, and 
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for remuneration for expenses incurred in the 
discharge of his duties; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented the petition 
of James Pool, praying the reimbursement of an 
amount of money paid by him for supplies of the 
Shawnee tribe of Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian A flairs. 

Also, the petition of James Pool, praying in- 
terest on his accounts from the time when certified 
by the Second Auditor to be due to the time of 
their payment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a petition of 
the citizens of Johnson county, lowa, praying a 
grant of land to said State to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Lyons, on the Mississippi 
river, by Iowa City, to Council Bluffs, on the 


Missouri river; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented additional documents in re- 
lation to the claim of August Kleim to a pension; 
which, with the petition on the files of the Senate, 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a supplemental 
memorial of Amos and John E. Kendall, praying 
the reference of the question of the legal or equita- 
ble obligation of the United States to grant them 
the relief prayed for, to the circuit court of the 
District of Columbia, with a right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States; which, with 
the papers on file on the subject, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the memorial of John 
C. F. Salomon, praying an act of incorporation 
for the purpose of supplying pure water to the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GWIN presented documents in relation to 
the establishment of a port of entry at San Pedro, 
California; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


EXTENSION OF BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I present two memorials, 


signed by citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, 
praying that the provisions of the bounty land law 
may be extended so as to give each soldier of the 
war of 1812 one hundred and sixty acres of land, 
which I move may be referred to they Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That subject has heretofore 
always been referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and not to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I presented memorials of 
this nature at the last session of Congress, and 
they were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, but that committee took no action upon 
them. I entertain the hope that, as they related 
to the soldiers of the war of 1812, they would be 
more likely to receive favorable consideration at 
the hands of the committee of which my honor- 
able friend from Illinois is chairman, than they re- 
ceived at the last session from the Committee.on 
Public Lands. I hope, therefore, that my friend 
will permit them to be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 thank the honorable Sena- 
tor for the compliment which he pays to the 
Committee on, Military Affairs, but I believe it 
has been uniformly the practice to refer this sub- 
ject to the Committee on Public Lands. I do not 
see any necessity for departing from the usual 
course, and therefore I move that these memorials 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will first be 
upon the motion made by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to refer the memorials to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


read and examine it when printed. 
ments are not correct I hope those Senators will | 
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pose of locating and reconstructing a railroad from 
Sherevport to the mouth of the Mississippi river. 

Bill granting the right of way, and making a 
grant of land, to the State of Arkansas, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from a point on the 
Mississippi, in the region of Gaines’s Landing, via 
Camden, to the Texas boundary, near Fulton, in 
Arkansas. 

Bill granting further time for satisfying claims 
for bounty lands for military services in the war of 
1812, with Great Britain, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to which was referred a bill to aid the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota in constructing a railroad for 


militar yostal, and other purposes, reported it 
Ys | , pur} » re} 


back, without amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom Was referred a bill granting to 
the State of Louisiana the right of way, and a do- 
nation of public land, for the purpose of locating 
and constructing a railroad from New Orleans to 
the Mississippi State line, in the direction of the 
town of Jackson, in said State, reported it back, 


with an amendment, in the form of a substitute, for 


the bill. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred a bill granting the right of way, anda | 


donation of the public land, to the States of Louisi- 
ana, Mississippi, and Alabama, to aid in the con- 


struction of certain railroads therein, reported it | 
back, with an amendment, in the form of a substi- | 


tute, for the bill. 


ing claims for bounty land for military services in 
the war of 1812, reported it back, without amend- 
ment, 


balance due them for services in the war of 1812, 
haveinstructed me to make an adverse report. As 
the report gives the reasons for this action, I ask 
that it may be printed, and I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Virginia Senators to it. I ask them to 
If its state- 


be kind enough to inform me of it. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Henry K. Brown, asking for fourteen pieces of 
brass cannon, to enable him to cast an equestrian 
statue of Washington, to be erected in the city of 


New York, submitted an adverse report thereon, | 


which was ordered to be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the petition of Dempsey Pittman, | 
prays compensation for military services during | 


the Indian war in Florida in the year 1838, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read and passed to a second read- 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Wil- || 


liam P. 8. Sanger, praying compensation for per- 


forming the duties of engineer at the Gosport || 
navy-yard, reported a bill for his relief; which | 


was read, and passed to a second reading. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the |! 
| Judiciary, to whom was referred a bill to provide | 


for the accommodation of the courts of the 
United States in the district of Massachusetts, 
reported it back, with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the petition of Jehiel Brooks, asked | 
to be discharged from its further consideration, on | 


the ground that an adverse report had already 
been made, in which the Senate had concurred. 
The order was accordingly made. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 


dian Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 


widow of Anthony Drane, formerly an officer ; 


Mr. DAWSON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of the | 
Petersburg volunteers, praying the payment of a 


: n 
the Army, praying a pension, submitted an ad. 


verse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, to whom was referred a bill to relinguish 
the reversionary interest of the United States to g 
certain reservation therein mentioned, and to con. 
firm the title of Charles G. Gunter thereto, 
ported it back without amendment. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, to whom was referred a petition of Wij. 
liam Rees, praying to be allowed to locate 1,009 
acres of land in one tract, for a normal settlemey: 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
George Felker, praying that the children of Geo;ve 
Felker, his father, may be paid the amount of 
pension due him at the time of his death, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was or. 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Pyb- 
lic lands, to whom was referred the bill granting 
the right of way, and making a grant of land, to the 
State of Michigan, toaid in the construction of the 
Oakland and Ottawa railroad, from Pontiac to 
Lake Michigan, and branches from Corunna and 
Grand Rapids to the Straits of Mackinaw, and a 
continuous branch from thence to Montreal river, 


re- 


| in said State, reported back the same with an 
He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred a bill giving further time for satisfy- | 


amendment, in the form of a substitute, for the 
bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of David English, and others, of Georgetown, 
District of Columbia, members of a joint-stock as- 
sociation for the manufacture of gas, praying an 
act of incorporation, reported a bill to incorporate 
the Georgetown Gas Light Company; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred a bill making 
a grant of land to the State of Iowa, in alternate 
Sections, to aid in the construction of certain rail. 
roads in said State, reported it back, with an 


/ amendment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred the memorial of the city council of 


the city of Dubuque, lowa, praying the donation 
of a lot of ground in that city to be set apart asa 
cemetery, reported a bill to relinquish certain 
lands to the city of Dubuge, in the State of Iowa; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. WADE, frem the Committee on Claims, 


to whom was referred the petition of Lieutenant 


A. J. Williamson, praying indemnity for his bag- 
gage, &c., lost by the destruction of a transport 


| vessel, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill, 


for his relief; which was read, and passed toa 


| second reading. 


The report was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of Joseph Campan, submitted a report, accompa- 


| nied by a bill for his relief;‘which was read, and 


passed to a second reading. 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, to whom was referred 
the petition of William R. Nevins, asking an ex- 
tension of his patent, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read, and 
passed toa second reading; and the report was 
ordered to be printed. ™ 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 


The report was or- 


Mrs. Helen McKay, widow and administratrix 
of Colonel Eneas McKay, submitted a report, ac- 


companied by a bill for her relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading; and the report 


REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Ha Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom were referred the following bills, 
reported them back, with sundry amendments: 

ill granting to the State of Louisiana the right 
of way, and a donation of public land, for the pur- 
pose of locating and constructing a railroad from 

; Algiers, on the Mississippi river, to the Sabine 

river in said State. 

Bill granting to the State of Louisiana the right 
ef way, and a donation of public land, for the pur- 


of Henry C. Miller, Philip W. Thompson, and |) was ordered to be printed. 
Jesse B. Turley, submitted an adverse report || jr. NORRIS, from the Committee on the Dis- 


thereon. || trict of Columbia, reported a bill to enable the 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pen- | (United States to take the lands and materials neces- 


sions, to whom were referred documents in rela- sary for the construction of the Washington aque- 
tion to the claim of B. M. Van Derveer toa pen- || duct, within the District of Columbia; which was 
sion for the services of his father, Albert Van || read, and passed to a second reading. 
Derveer, in the revolutionary war, submitted an 

‘ oe STEAMER FANNY. 


adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition and 


He also, from the same committee, to whom ed | ) 
| was referred the petition of Elizabeth R. Drane, |! papers in the case of J. Wilson Smith, prays 


. 
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compensation for the illegal detention of the 
steamer Fanny, by tne district attorney and cus- 
tom-house officers at Savannah, reported a joint | 
resolution for the relief of the owners of the | 
steamer Fanny; which was read a first and second 
time, and 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider it. 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of State 
and Attorney General to examine the papers in 
the case, and to ascertain whether the legal rights 
of the petitioner were violated, whereby he re- 
ceived damages, and to allow him such indem- 
nity by way of demurrage as shall appear to be 
ust. 

: No amendment being made, the joint resolution || 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
a third time, and passed. 

QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House to constitute Quincy, in the State of Illi- 
nois, a port of delivery, reported it back without 
amendment; and 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, was read 
a third time, and passed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MALLORY, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
provide for the construction of a suitable building 
for the accommodation of the district court of the 
United States at Key West, in the State of Flor- 
ida; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill from the House of Representatives 
giving further time for satisfying claims for bounty 
lands, and for other purposes, was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. i] 


EXTENSION OF FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
granting the franking privilege to the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey, and the assistant in } 
charge of the office of the said Coast Survey, was 
read a first time, and ordered to a second reading. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senate to consider 
that bill at this time. I think it will consume no 
more time than will be occupied by the reading of 
the bill, which is a very brief one. It proposes 
simply to give the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey the privilege of receiving and transmitting, 
free of postage, letters and documents on thé offi- 
cial business of his office. It will remove it from 
the Treasury Department, where this franking is 
now done, and this will be a great relief to that 
Department. 

The bill was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It was reported || 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a | 
third reading, was read a third time, and passed. || 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate re- 


sumed the consideration of the following resolu- 


tion, adopted by the House of Representatives on 
the 18th instant: 


Resolved, That a select committee, composed of nine 
embers on the part of the House of Representatives, be 
appointed by the Speaker to join such committee as may | 
be appoiated by the Senate, to whom shall be referred the 
resolution of the House proposing an amendment of the 
Constitution in the mode of electing the President and Vice 
President of the United States, with instructions to take 
that matter and the subject generally into consideration, and 


to report upon the same in such manner as to them may || 


seem most expedient. 
The Senate concurred in the resolution; and 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was ordered that | 
the committee on the part of the Senate consist of || 


five members, and be appointed by the President i 


pro tempore; who appointed Messrs. Bayarp, || 
Pearce, Toucey, Foor, and Gwin. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion’ by Mr. HAMLIN, it was i 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the petitidn | 


TH 


ake 


Maine, relating 
to a light in ‘Tenant’s Harbor, for the purpose of presenta 


| tion in the House of Representatives. 


On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Abrabam Hunt 


| be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 


the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Andrew Johonnet, admin- 
istrator of William Johonnet, be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee ou Revolu 


| tionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, 
it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of John C. McFerran be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John P. McElderry be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of James H. Stimpson, son 
and executor of James Stimpson, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorials and resolutions of State 
Legislatures, the memorials of incorporated companies, 
proceedings and memorials of citizens, and other papers re 
lating to the Louisville and Portland Canal, and to the con 
struction of a canal on the Indiana side of the falls of the 
Ohio, be withdrawn from the filesof the Senate, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Edward P. Torrey, legal 
representative of Joseph Torrey, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the legal representatives of 
Henry Conner be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SAN PEDRO, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 


| and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making San Pedro, in 


| the State of California, a port of entry. 


DUBUQUE, IOWA. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
port of delivery at Dubuque, Lowa. 

REV. MR. KING. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


| agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to 
the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, 


| copies of the communications from Mr. Marsh, the Amer 


ican Minister at Constantinople, in relation to the case of 
the Rev. Mr. King. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. PRATT gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to incorporate the National 
Hotel Company, of Washington city. 


NEBRASKA TERRITORY. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


| proceeded to the consideration of the bill to or- 


ganize the Territory of Nebraska. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, when I pro- 
posed on Tuesday last, that the Senate should 


| proceed to the consideration of the bill to organize 


the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, it was 


| my purpose only to occupy ten or fifteen minutes 


in explanation of its provisions. I desired to 
refer to two points: first, as to those provisions 
relating to the Indians; and second, to those which 
might be supposed to bear upon the question of 
slavery. 

The committee, in drafting this bill, had in view 
the great anxiety which had been expressed by 
some members of the Sénate to protect the rights of 
the Indians, and prevent infringements upon them. 
By the provisions of the bill, | think we have 
so clearly succeeded in that respect as to obviate 
all possible objection upon that score. The bill 
itself provides that it shall not operate upon any 
of the rights of the lands of the Indians; nor shall 
they be included within the limits of those Terri- 
tories, until they shall, by treaty with the United 
States, expressly consent to come under the opera- 
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tions of the act, and be incorporated within the 
limits of the Territories. This provision certainly 
is broad enough, clear enough, explicit enough, to 
protect all the rights of the Indians as to their 
persons and their property. sa 

Upon the other point—that pertaining to the 
question of slavery in the Territories—it was the 
intention of the committee to be equally explicit. 
We took the principles eatablished by the com- 
promise act of 1850 as our guide, and intended 
to make each and every provision of the bill accord 
with those principles. Those measures estab- 
lished and rest upon the great principle of self- 
government—that the people should be allowed to 
decide the questions of their domestic institutions 
for themselves, subject only to such limitations 
and restrictions as are imposed by the Constitution 
of the United States, instead of having them de- 
termined by an arbitrary or geographical line. 

The original bill reported by the committee, as a 
substitute for the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Iowa, [Mr. Donge,] was believed to have 
accomplished this object. The amendment which 
was subsequently reported by us was only de- 
signed to render that clear and specific which 
seemed, in the minds of some, to admit of doubt 
and misconstruction. In some parts of the coun- 
try the original substitute was deemed and con- 
strued to be an annulment or a repeal of what has 
been known as the Missouri compromise, while 
in other parts it was otherwise construed. As 
the object of the committee was to conform to the 
principles established by the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850, and to carry those principles into 
effect in the Territories, we thaught it was better 
to recite in the bill precisely what we understood 
to have been accomplished by those measures, 
viz: That the Missouri compromise, having been 
superseded by the legislation of 1850, has become 
inoperative, and hence we propose to leave the 
question to the people of the States and the Terri- 
tories, subject only to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the Constitution 

Sir, this is all that I intended to say, if the ques- 
tion had been taken up for consideration on Tues- 
day last; but since that time occurrences have 
transpired which compel me to go more fully into 
the discussion. It will be borne in mind that the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Cuase] then objected 
to the consideration of the bill, and asked for its 
postponement until this day, on the ground that 
there had not been time to understand and consider 
its provisions; and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Sumner] suggested that the postpone- 
ment should be for one week, for that purpose. 
These suggestions seeming to be reasonable to 
Senators around me, I yielded to their request, and 
consented to the postponement of the bill until 
this day. 

Sir, little did | suppose at the time that I grant- 
ed that act of courtesy to those two Senators, that 
they had drafted and published to the world a doc- 
ument, over their own signatures, in which they 
arraigned me as having been guilty of a criminal 
betrayal of my trust, as having been guilty of an 
actof bad faith, and been engaged in an atrocious 
plot against the cause of free government. Little 
did I suppose that those two Senators had been 
guilty of such conduct when they called upon me 
to grant that courtesy, to give them an opportunity 
of investigating the substitute reported from the 
committee. I have since discovered that on that 
very morning the National Era, the Abolition or- 
gan in this city, contained an address, signed by 
certain Abolition confederates, to the people, in 
which the bill is grossly misrepresented, in which, 
the action of the members of the committee is 
grossly falsified, in which our motives are ar- 
raigned, and our characters calumniated. And, 
sir, what is more, I find that there was a post- 
script added to the address, published that very 
morning, in which the principal amendmentreport- 
ed by the committee was set out, and then coarse 
epithets applied to me by name. Sir, had I known 
those facts at the time | granted that act of indul- 
gence, | should have responded to the request of 
those Senators in such terms as their conduct de- 
served, so far as the rules of the Senate, and a 
respect for my own character, would have permit- 
ted metodo. In order to show the character of 
this document—of which I shall have much to say 


‘in the course of my argument—I will read certain 


i 


passages: 
‘ We arraign this bill as a gross violation of a sacred 
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pledge ; as a criminal betrayal of precious rights; as part 
and parcel of an atrocious plot to exclude from a Vaal un 
occupied tegion emigrants from the Old World, and free 
laborers from our own States, and convert It into a dreary 
region of despotism, intabited by masters and slaves. 
A Senator. By whom is the address signed. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It is signed 5. P. Chase, 
Senator from Ohio; Charles Samner, Senator 
from Massachusetts; J. R. Giddings and Edward 
Wade, Representatives from Ohio; Gerrit Smith, 
Representative from New York; Alexander De 
Vitt, Representative from Maasachusetts,”’ in- 
cluding, as | understand, all the Representatives 
of the Alplition party in Congress. 
Then speaking of the Committee on Territories, 
these confederates use this language: 


‘The pretenses, therefore, that the territory, covered by 


the positive prohibition of 1820, sustains a similar relation 
to slavery with that acquired from Mexico, covered by no 
prohibition except that of disputed constitutional or Mexi 

can law, and that the compromises of 1850 require the in 

corporation of the pro slavery clauses of the Urab and New 
Mexico bill in the Nebraska act, are mere inventionsede 

signed to cover up from public reprehension meditated bad 
faith.” 


** Mere inventions to cover up bad faith.”’ Again: 

** Servile demagogues may tell you that the Union can be 
maintained only by submittung to the demands of siavery.”’ 

‘Then there is a postscript added, equally offen- 
sive to myself, in which | am mentioned by name. 
The address goes on to make an appeal to the 
Legislatures of the different States, to public meet- 
ings, and to ministers of the Gospel tn their pul- 
pits, to interpose and arrest the vile conduct which 
is about to be consummated by the Senators who 
are thus denounced. ‘That address, sir, bears 
date Sunday, Janwary 22, 1854. ‘Thus it appears 
that, on the holy Sabbath, while other Senators 
were engaged in attending divine worship, these 
Abolition confederates were assembled in secret 
conclave, plotting by what means they should 
deceive the people of the United States, and pros- 
trate theicharacter of brother Senators. This was 
done on the Sabbath day, and by a’ set of politi- 
cians, to advance their own political and ambitious 
purposes, in the name of our holy religion. 

jut this isnot all. It was understood from the 
newspapers that resolutions were pending before 
the Legislature of Ohio, proposing to express their 
Opinions upon this subject. {t was necessary for 
these confederates to get up some exposition of 
the question, by which they might faeilitate the 
passage of the resolutions through that Legislature. 
Hence, you find that on the same morning that 
this document appears over the names of these 
confederates in the Abolition organ of this city, 
the same document appears in the New York 
yapers—certainly in the Tribune, Times, and 
iveding Post—in which it is stated, by authority, 
that it is ** signed by the Senatcrs anda majority 
of the Representatives from the State of Ohio;”’ a 
statement which I have every reason to believe 
was utterly false, and known to be so at the time 
hat these confederates appended it to the address. 
t was necessary, in order to carry out this work 
of deception, and to hasten the action of the Ohio 
Legislature, under a misapprehension, to state 
that it was signed, not only by the Abolition con- 
federates, but by the whole Whig representation, 
and a portion of the Democratic representation in 
the other House from the State of Ohiv. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I do not yield 
the oor. A Senator who has violated all the rules 
of courtesy and propriety—who showed a con- 
sciousness of the character of the act he was doing 
by concealing from me all knowledge of the fact— 
who came to me with a smiling face, and the ap- 
ge of friendship, even after that document 
yad been uttered—who could get up in the Senate 
and appeal to my courtesy in order to get time to 
give the document a wider circulation before its 
infamy could be exposed; such a Senator has no 
right to my courtesy upon this floor. 

Mr.CHASE. Mr. President, the Senator mis- 
states the facts 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, 1 decline to 
yield the floor. 

Mr. CHASE. And I shall make my denial 
pertinent when the time comes. 

The PRESIDENT. Order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Sir, if the Senator does in- 
terpose, in violation of the rules of the Senate, to a 
denial of the fact, it may be that I shall be able 
to nail that denial, as I shall the statements here 
which are over his own signature, a’ a base false- 
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| hood, and prove it by the solemn legislation of this | 


country. 
Mr. CHASE. I call the Senator to order. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois 
is certainly out of order. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I will only say that I 


shall confine myself to this document, and prove | 


its statements to be false by the legislation of the 
country. Certainly that is in order. 
Mr. CHASE. You cannot do it. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The argument of this man- | 


ifesto is predicated upon the assumption that the 


wolicy of the fathers of the Republic was to pro- | 
tidbit slavery in all the territory ceded by the old | 


States to the Union and made United States terri- 
tory, for the purpose of being organized into new 
States. I take issue upon that statement. Such 
was not the practice in the early history of the 
Government. It is true that in the territory north- 


west of the Ohio river slavery was prohibite d by | 
the ordinance of 1787; but it is also true that in | 


the territory south of the Ohio river, to wit, the 


‘Territory of Tennessee, slavery was permitted and | 
protected; and it is also true, that in the organi- | 


zation of the Territory Of Mississippi, in 1798, the 


to it, with the exception of the sixth article, which || 


prohibited slavery. Then, sir, you find upon the 
statute-books under Washington and the early 
Presidents, provisions of law showing that in the 
southwestern territories the right to hold slaves 


was clearly implied or recognized, while in the | 


northwest territories it was prohibited. The only 
conclusion that can be fairly and honestly drawn 


from that legislation is, that it was the policy of | 
the fathers of the Republic to prescribe a line of | 


demarkation between free territories and slave- 
holding territories by a natural or a geographical 


_ line, being sure to make that line correspond, as | 
near as might be, to the laws of climate, of pro- | 


duction, and probably of all those other causes 
that would control the institution and 


habiting the res»ective territories, 

Sir, | wish you to bear in mind, too, that this 
geographical line established by the founders of 
the Republic, between free Territories and slave 


Territories, extended as fur westward as our ter- || 


ritory then reached, the object being to avoid all 
agitation upon the slavery question by settling that 
question forever, so far as our territory extended, 
which was then to the Mississippi river, 

When, in 1803, we acquired from France the 


Territory known as Louisiana, it became neces- | 


sary to legislate for the protection of the inhabi- 
tants residing therein. It will be seen by looking 


| into the bill establishing the territorial govern- 


ment in 1805 for the Territory of New Orleans, 


| embracing the same country now known as the 


State of Louisiana, that the ordinance of 1787 was 
expressly extended to that Territory, excepting 
the sixth section, which prohibited slavery. ‘Then 
that act implied that the Territory of New Or- 
leans was to be a slave-holding Territory by 
making that exception in the law. But, sir, 
when they came to form what was then called the 
Territory of Louisiana, subsequently known as 
the Territory of Missouri, north of the thirty- 
third parallel, they used different language. They 
did not extend the ordinance of 1787 to it at all. 
They first provided that it should be governed by 
laws made by the governor and the judges; and 
when, in 1812,Congress gave to that Territory, un- 
der the name of the Territory of Missouri, a terri- 
torial government, the people were allowed to do 
as they pleased upon the subject of slavery, sub- 
ject only to the limitations of the Constitution of 
the United States. Now, what is the inference 
from that legislation? That slavery was, by im- 
plication, recognized south of the thirty-third par- 
allel, and north of that the people were left to 


exercise their own judgment and do as they | 


pleased upon the subject, without any implication 
for or against the existence of the institution. 
This continued to be the condition of the country 
in the Missouri Territory up to 1820, when the 
, celebrated act which is now called the Missouri 
compromise act was passed. Slavery did not 
exist in, nor was it excluded from, the country 
now known as Nebraska. 
laws upon the subject of slavery either way: First, 
for the reason that slavery had never been intro- 
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provisions of the ordinance of 1787 were applied | 


make it | 
either desirable or undesirable to the people in- || 


had any practical effect there. 





There was no code of 














common law, and been supported and protected 
When a common law grows up, when an instity. 
tion becomes established under a usage, it carries 
it so far as that usage actually goes, and no further. 
If it had been established by direct enactment, it 
might have carried it so far as the political juris. 
diction extended; but, be that as it may, by the 
act of 1812, creating the Territory of Missouri 
that Territory was allowed to legislate upon the 
subject of slavery as it saw proper, subject only 
to the limitations which I have stated; and the 
country not inhabited or thrown open to settle. 
ment was set apart as Indian country, and ren- 
dered subject to Indian laws. Hence the local 
legislation of the State of Missouri did not reach 
into that Indian country, but was excluded from 
it by the Indian code and Indian laws. The munic- 
ipal regulations of Missouri could not go there 
until the Indian title had been extinguished, and 
the country thrown open to settlement. Such 
being the case, the only legislation in existence in 
Nebraska Territory at the time that the Missouri 
act passed, namely, the 6th of March, 1820, was 
a provision in effect, that the people should be 
allowed to do as they pleased upon the subject of 
slavery. 

The Territory of Missouri having been left in 


| that lezal condition, positive opposition was made 


to the bill to organize a State government, with 
a view to its admission into the Union; anda 
Senator from my State, Mr. Jesse B. Thomas, 
introduced an amendment, known as the eighth 
section of the bill, in which it was provided that 
slavery should be prohibited north of 36° 30 


| north latitude, in all that country which we had 


acquired from France. What was the object of 
the enactment of that eighth section? Was it not 
to go back to the original policy of prescribing 
boundaries to the limitation of free institutions, 
and of slave institutions, by a geographical line, 
in order to avoid all controversy in Congress 
upon the subject?) Hence they extended that ge- 
ographical line through all the territory purchased 
from France, which was as far as our possessions 
then reached. It was not simply to settle the 
question on that piece of country, but it was to 
carry out a great principle, by extending that di- 
viding line as far west as our territory went, and 


/running it onward on each new acquisition of 


territory. True, the express enactment of the 
eighth section of the Missouri act, now called the 
Missouri compromise act, only covered the terri- 
tory acquired from France; but the principles of 


| the act, the objects of its adoption, the reasons in 


its support, required that it should be extended in- 
definitely westward, so far as our territory might 
go, whenever new purchases should be made. 
Thus stood the question up to 1845, when the 
joint resolution for the annexation of Texas passed. 
There was inserted in that a provision, suggested 
in the first instance and brought before the House 
of Representatives by myself, extending the 
Missouri compromise line indefinitely westward 
through the territory of Texas. Why did I bring 
forward that proposition? Why did the Congress 
of the United States adopt it? Not because it 
was of the least practical importance, so far as the 
question of slavery within the limits of Texas 
was concerned, for no man ever dreamed that it 
Then why was 


o 


it brought forward? It was for the purpose of 


| preserving the principle, in order that it might 
| be extended still further westward, even to the 
| Pacific ocean, whenever we should acquire the 


country that far. I will here read that clause in 
the joint resolution for the annexation of Texas. 
It is the third article, second section, and is in 


| these words: 


‘¢ New States, of convenient size, not exceeding four in 
number, in addition to said State of Texas, having sufficient 
population, may hereafter, by the consent of said State, be 
formed out of the territory thereof, which shail be entitled 
to admission under the provisions of the Federal Constitu- 
tion. Aud such States as may be formed ont of that portion 


| of said territory lying south of 36° 30/ north latitude, com- 


monly known as the Missouri compromise line, shall be 
admitted into the Union, with or without slavery, as the 
people of each State asking admission may desire. And in 
such State or States as shall be formed out of said territory 


| north of said Missouri compromise line, slavery or involun- 


tary servitude (except for crime) shall be prohibited.” 


It will be seen that that contains a very remark- 
able provision, which is, that when States lying 
north of 36° 30’ apply for admission, slavery shall 


| duced into Louisiana, and established by positive | be prohibited in their constitutions. I presume 


‘enactment. It had-grown up there by a sort of 


no one pretends that Congress could have power 
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thus to fetter a State applying for admission into 
this Union; but it was necessary to preserve the 
principle of the Missouri compromise line in order 
that it might afterwards be extended; and it was 
supposed that while Congress had no power to 
impose any such limitation, yet as that was a 
compact with the State of Texas, that State could 
consent for herself that, when any portion of her 
own territory, subject to her own jurisdiction and 
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bill which is now under consideration? I say it 
did supersede it, because it applied its provisions 
as well to the north as to the south of 36° 30’. 
It established a principle which was equally ap- 
plicable to the country north as well as south of 
the parallel of 36° 30’—a principle of universal ap- 
plication. The authors of this Abolition manilesto 
attempt to refute this presumption, and main- 
tain that the compromise of 1850 did not supersede 
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when I only copied those precise words? I copied 
the precise words into my bill as reported from 
the committee which were contained in the New 
Mexico bill. They say my bill annuls the Mis- 
souri compromise. 
done before by the act of 1850, for these words 
were copied from the act of 1850. 


If it does, it had already been 


Mr. WADE. Why did you do it over again? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. t will come to that point 


; and the control, applied for a constitution, it should be in that of 1820, by quoting the proviso to the first || presently, and explain why we did it over again . 
to settle. a particular form; but that provision would not || section of the act to establish the Texan boundary, | | am now dealing with the truth and veracity of 
and ren. be binding on the new State one day afier it was and established the Territory of New Mexico. | a combination of men who have assembled in se- 
the local admitted into the Union. The other provision That proviso was added by way of amendment, on || cret caucus upon the Sabbath day, to arraign my 
not reach was, that such States as should lie south of 36° | motion by Mr. Mason, of Virginia. conduct and belie my character. I say, therefore, 


30’ should come into the Union, with or without 


ded fro : - ’ 
- slavery, as each should decide in its constitution. 


I repeat, that in order to rebut the presumption, 
he munic- 


that their manifesto is a slander either way; for it 
as I before stated, that the Missouri compromise 


says thatthe Missouri compromise was not su- 


eo there Then, by that act the Missouri compromise was was abandoned and superseded by the principles | perseded by the measures of 1850, and then it 
shed, and extended indefinitely westward, so far as the State || of the compromise of 1850, these confederates cite || says that the same words in my bill do repeal and 
Such of Texas went, that is, to the Rio del Norte; for || the following amendment, offered to the bill to annul it. T hey must be adjudged guilty of one 
istence L our Government at the time recognized the Rio establish the boundary of Texas and create the falsehood in order to sustain the other assertion. 
Missouri del Norte as its boundary. We recognized in || Territory of New Mexico in 1850: Now, sir, I prngnns to go a little further, and 
1820, was many ways, and among them by even paying || « Provided, That nothing bareln contained ehalt be con show rg was the _ ——— of the eet 
hould be Texas for it,in order that it might be included in, || Strued to impair or quality anything contained in the third || ment of the Senator from Virginia, out of which 


subject of 


and form a portion of, the 
Mexico. 


‘erritory of New 


article of the second section of the joint resolution for an 


| nexing Texas to the United States,’ approved March 1, 


1845, either as regards the number of States that may 


these gentlemen have manufactured so much cap- 
ital in the newspaper press, and have succeeded 


en left in Then, sir, in 1848 we acquired from Mexico | hereafter be formed out of the State of Texas or otherwise.” | by that misrepresentation in Pe of Rha . nod in 
was made the country between the Rio Del Norte and the After quoting this proviso, they make the fol- || 819" of opinion ee “— of ee sland in 
ent, with Pacific ocean. Immediately after that acquisition, lowing statement, and attempt to gain credit for opposition to this bil “s ¥ oo ¥ vat . paeen- 
ns anda the Senate, on my own motion, voted into a billa | its truth by suppressing material facts which ap- ing is. Did it mean that the § tales north of 36 

Thsinne provision to extend the Missouri compromise in- || pear upon the face of the same statute, and, if | - annem pave a renee pvadag wry pig h 
he eighth definitely westward to the Pacific ocean, in the produced, would conclusively disprove the state- | hibiting slavery ave shown that it did not 


‘ided that 
f 36° 30 


same sense, and with the same understanding 
with which it was originally adopted. That pro- 


ment: 
**Jt is solemnly declared in the very compromise acts 


mean that, because the same act says that they 


| might come in with slavery if they saw proper. 


; vision passed this body by a decided majority—I | ‘that nothing herein contuined shal! be construed to im- i say it could not mean that for another reason. 
1 we had think by ten at least—and went to the House of || P¢é7 97 qua‘tfy’ the prohibition of slavery north of 36° 30°; | The same section containing that proviso cut off 
. object of ; . J 3 F po bene defeated b | and yet, in the face of this declaration, that sacred prohi- ll that tof Tex th of 36° 30’ 1d hence 
Vas it not vepresentatives, and was there efeate y north- || bition is said to be overthrown. Can presumption further a at part of dexas north ¢ mW, andl ane 
ceieeltl ern votes. go!” there was nothing for it to operate upon. It did 
scribing r . : : : } . 5 — 
stitutions, Now, sir, let us pause and consider for & mo- | I will now proceed to show that presumption ae” Oreste the country cut Fe, oa 
sical line’ ment. The first time that the principles of the | gould not go further than is exhibited in this dec- || 4! it relate to? Why, it meant simply this: y 
Sadetcen Missouri compromise were ever abandoned, the laration. the jnint reapintiog of 1846 Texas was annexe . 
d that ae. first time they were ever rejected by Congress, They suppress the following material facts, | at the right to ee % i tona Sta ee 
sahara’ was by the defeat of that provision in the House || which; if produced, would have disproved their epee ees ; and such § ey oe were me o 
eiaeiiens of Representatives in 1848. By whom .was that statement: They first suppress the fact that the y were to come ee we Mh on ert» 
Salih the defeat effected? By northern votes, with Free- | same section of the act cuts off from Texas, and as they mF prepers. an : suc ; a oo a on 
as ak Soil proclivities. It was the defeat of that Mis- | cedes to the United States, all that part of Texas wont nec of t i ore 8 ona h eat * Ee J 
se thet di- souri comeroqeee tat vonenes ine slavery agi- | which lies north of 36° 30’. They then suppress | ee nen we nee *< a port 0 ; ae 
went. and Mine with all its fury. he was the defeat of that | the further fact that the same section of the law “al d th RRR rT an yw my One Se 
cee of : issourl wie ot Teen me orenier ie tremen- || eyis off from Texas a large tract of country on | . red the ee ot Teren'b 1e eee ta —_ 
nt of the Misse struggle o ee t wee 4 yeent of that || the west, more than three degrees of longitude, hie many aL aes Cental i re er 
dalled be Muissourl Compromise that create the necessity | and added it to the territory of the United States. | t 118 Circumscribe oun ay: ertainly ho tour, 
— for making a new compromise in 1850. Had we | They then suppress the further fact that this ter- || it will be argued. Why? Beeause the original 
the tern- been faithful to the principles of the Missouri com- 


inciples of 
reasons in 
tended in- 


promise in 1848, this question would not have 
arisen. Who wasit that was faithless? I under- 
take to say it was the very men who now insist 


ritory thus cut off from Texas, and to which the 


| Missouri compromise line did apply, was incor- 


porated into the Territory of New Mexico. And 


resolution of annexation provided that one of the 
States, if not more, should be north of 36° 30’. 
It would leave it, then, doubtful whether Texas 


= then what was done? It was incorporated into | ¥*° entitled to two or three additional States under 
ay em that the Missouri compromise was a solemn com- | that Territory with this clause: the circumscribed boundary. 

— pact, and should never be violated or departed | “That when admitted as a State, the said Territory, or || In order to put that matter to rest, in order to 
when the from. 7 : See 4 ay 


as passed. 
suggested 
he House 
ding the 
westward 
lid I bring 





Every man who is now assailing the prin- 
ciple of the bill under consideration, so far as I 
am advised, was opposed to the Missouri compro- 
mise in 1848. The very men who now arraign 
me for adeparture from the Missouri compromise, 
are the men who successfully violated it, repu- 


| any portion of the same, shall be received into the Union 
| with or without slavery, as their constitution may prescribe 


they quote cuts o 


at the time of its adoption.” 


Yes, sir, the roe bill and section from which 
all that part of Texas which 
was to be free by the Missouri compromise, to- 


make a final settlement, in order to have it explic- 
itly understood, what was the meaning of Con- 
gress, the Senator from Virginia offered the amend- 
ment that nothing therein contained should impair 
that provision, either as to the number of States or 


| otherwise; that is, that Texas should be entitled 


diated it, and caused it to be superseded by the || gether with some on the south side of the line, | to the same number of States with her reduced 
Congress compromise measures of 1850. Sir, it is with || incorporates it into the Territory of New Mexico, | boundaries as she would have been entitled to 
pecause it rather bad grace that the men who proved false | and then says that that Territory, and every por- | under her larger boundaries; and those States shall 
far as the themselves, should charge upon me and others, | tion of the same, shall come into the Union with | come in with or without slavery, being all south 
of Texas who were ever faithful, the responsibilities and | or without slavery, as it sees proper. of 36° 30!, and nothing to impair that right shall 
ed that it consequences of their own treachery. What else does itdo? The sixth section of the | be inferred from the passage of the act. Such, 
why was Then, sir, as | before remarked, the defeat of same act provides that the legislative power and | sir, was the meaning of that roposition. Any 
urpose of the Missouri compromise in 1848 having created | authority of this said Territory of New Mexico | other construction of it would stultify the very 
it might the necessity for the establishment of a new one | shall extend to all rightful subjects of legislation | character and purpose of its mover, the Senator 
en to the in 1850, let us see what that compromise was. || consistent with the Constitution of the United | from Virginia. Such, then, was notonly the intent 
quire the The leading feature of the compromise of 1850 || States and the provisions of the actapot excepting | of the mover, but such is the legal effect of the law; 
clause In was congressional non-intervention as to slavery || slavery. Thus the New Mexican bill, from which | and I say that no man, after reading the other sec- 
of Texas. in the Territories; that the people of the Territo- '| they make that quotation, contained the provision || tions of the bill, those to which [ have referred, 
and is in ries, and of all the States, were to be allowed to || 
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do as they pleased upon the subject of slavery, 


subject only to the provisions of the Constitution | 


of the United States. 

That, sir, was the leading feature of the com- 
promise measures of 1850. Those measures there- 
fore, abandoned the idea of a geographical line as 
the boundary between free States and slave States; 


abandoned it because compelled to do it from an | 


inability to maintain it; and in lieu of that, substi- 
tuted a great principle of self-government, which 


that New Mexico, including that part of Texas 
which was cut off, should come into the Union with 
or without slavery, as it saw proper; and in the 
mean time that the Territorial Legislature should 
have all the authority over the subject of slavery 
that they had over any other subject, restricted 
only by the limitations of the Constitution of the 
United States and the provisionsof the act. Now, 
I ask those Senators, do not those provisions re- 
peal the Missouri compromise so far as it applied 
to that country cut off from Texas? Do they not 


| vieted this manifesto, issued b 


| indu 


ean doubt that such was both the intent and the 
legal effect of that law. 

Then I submit to the Senate if I have not. con- 
the Abolition con- 
federates, of being'a gross falsification of the laws of 
the land, and by that falsification that an erroneous 
and injurious impression has been created upon 
the paste mind? lam sorry to be compelled to 

ge in language of this severity; but there is no 


| other language that is adequate to express the in- 


dignation with which I see this attempt, not only 


at er would allow the people to do as they thought / annul it? Do they not supersede it? If they do, || to mislead the public, but to malign my character 
_ proper. Now, the question is, when that new || then the address which has been put forth to the | by deliberate falsification of the public statutes 
'y remark- compromise, resting upon that great fundamental | world by these confederates is an atrocious false- | and the public records. 

ates lying principle of freedom, was established, was it not | hood. If they do not, then what do they mean | 


t Sir, this misrepresentation and falsification does 
an abandonment of the old one—the geographical || when they charge me with having, in the substi- || not stop here. 


line? Was it not a supersedure of the old one || tute first reported from the committee, repealed it, 
within the very language of the substitute for the | with having annulled it, with having violated it, 


very shall 
I presume 
ave power 


In order to give greater plausibility 
to their statement, they go further, and state that 
\| it is solemnly declared, in the very conmpromise 
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acts, ‘that nothing herein contained shail be construed 
to impair or qualify’ the prohibition of slavery north 
of 36° 30’; and yet, in the face of this declaration, 
that sacred prohibition is said to be overthrown. 
Can presumption go further ?”’ : 

In the very teeth ofthe statute, saying that they 

should come in with or without slavery as they 
sleased, these men declare that it is stated that it 
should be forever prohibited. I repeat to them, 
‘Could presumption go further?”’ Not only 
presumption in making these statements, but the 
presumption that they could avoid the exposure 
of their conduct. 

In order to give greater plausibility to this falsi- 
fication of the terms of the compromise measures 
of 1850, the confederates also declare in their mani- 
festo that they (the territorial bills for the organl- 
zation of Utah and New Mexico) *‘ applied to the 
territory acquired from Mexico, and to that only. 
They were intended as a settlement of the contro- 
versy growing out of that acquisition, and of that 
controversy only. They must stand or fall by 
their own merits.”’ 

1 submit to the Senate if there is an intelligent 
man in America who does not know that that 
declaration is falsified by the statute from which 
they quoted? They say that the provisions of 
that bill were confined to the territory acquired 
from Mexico, when the very section of the law 
from which they quoted that proviso did purchase 
a part of that very territory from the State of 
Texas. And the next section of the law included 


that eget in the new Territory of Mexico. It | 
| 


took a small portion, also, of the old Louisiana 
yurchase, and added that to the new Territory of 
flexico, and made up the rest out of the Mexican 
acquisitions. Then, sir, your statutes show, 
when applied to the map of the country, that the 
Territory of New Mexico was composed of terri- 
tory acquired from Mexico, and also of territory 
acquired from Texas, and of territory acquired 
from France; and yet, in defiance of that statute, 
and in falsification of its terms, we are told, in 
order to deceive the people, that the bills were 
confined to the purchase made from Mexico alone; 
and in order to give it greater solemnity, as was 
necessary while uttering a falsehood, they repeat 
it twice, fearing that it would not be believed the 
first time. What is more, the Territory of Utah 
was not confined to the country acquired from 
Mexico. That Territory, as is well known to 
every man who understands the geography of the 
country, includes a large tract of rich and fertile 
country acquired from France in 1803, and to 
which the eighth section of the Missouri act applied 
in 1820. If these confederates do not know to 
what ae 1 allude; only reply that they 
should have 
hood, and imputed a crimeto me. 

But Ut will tell you to what country I allude. 
By the treaty of 1819, by which we acquired 
Florida, and fixed a boundary between the United 
States and Mexico, the boundary was made of 
the Arkansas river to its source, and then the line 
ran due north of the source of the Arkansas to the 
42d parallel, then along on the 42d parallel to the 
Pacific ocean. That line, due north from the head 


ot the Arkansas, leaves the whole Middle Park, | 


described in such glowing terms by Colonel Fré- 
mont, to the east of the line, and hence a part of 
the Louisiana purchase. Yet, inasmuch as that 
Middle Park is watered and drained by the waters 
flowing into the Colorado, when we formed the 
territorial limits of Utah, instead of running that 
air line, we ran along the ridge of the mountains, 
and cut off that part from Nebraska, er from the 
Louisiana purchase, and included it within the 
limits of the Territory of Utah, 

Why did we do it? Because we sought for a 
national boundary; and it was more natural to 
take the mountains as a boundary than by an air 
line to cut the valleys on one side of the mount- 
ains, and annex them to the country on the other 
side. And why did we take these natural bound- 
aries, setting at defiance the old boundaries? The 
simple reason was, that so long as we acted upon 
the principle of settling the slave question by a 
geographical line, so long we observed those bound- 
aries strictly and rigidly; but when that was aban- 
doned, in consequence of the action of Free-Soilers 
and Abolitionists—when it was superseded by the 
compromise measures of 1850, which rested upon 
a great universal principle—there was no neces- 


sity for keeping in view the old and unnatural | 


nown before they uttered a false- | 
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boundary. For that reason, in making the new || 
Territories, we formed natural boundaries irre- 
spective of the source whence our ttle was de- 
rived. In writing these bills | paid no attention to 
the fact whether the title was acquired from Lou- 
isiana, from France, or from Mexico; for what 
difference did it make? The principle which we 
had established in the bill would apply equally 
well to either. 

In fixing those boundaries I paid no attention 
to the fact whether they included old territory or 
not—whether the country was covered by the 
Missouri compromise or not. Why? Because 
the principles established in the bills superseded 
the Missouri compromise. For that reason we 
disregarded the old boundaries—disregarded the 
territory to which it applied, and disregarded the 
source from whence the title was derived. I say, 
therefore, that a close examination of this act 
clearly establishes the fact that it was the intent 
as well as the legal effect of the compromise 
measures of 1850 to supersede the Missouri com- 
promise, and all geographical and territorial lines. 

Sir, in order to avoid any misconstruction, I | 
will state more distinctly what my precise idea is 
upon this point. So far as the Utah and New | 
Mexico bills included the territory which had been 
subject to the Missouri compromise provision, to 
that extent they absolutely annulled the Missouri 
compromise. As tothe unorganized territory not 
covered by those bills, it was superseded by the | 
principles of the compromise of 1850. We all 
know that the object of the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850 was to establish certain great prin- 
ciples, which would avoid the slavery agitation in 
all time to come. Was it our object simply to 
provide for a temporary evil? Was it our object 
just to heal over an old sore, and leave it to break 
out again? Was it our object to adopt a mere 
miserable expedient to apply to that territory,and 
that alone, and leave ourselves entirely at sea 
without compass when new territory was acquired, 
or new territorial organizations were to be made? 
Was that the object for which the eminent and 


| venerable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Clay} 


came here and sacrificed even his last energies 
upon the altar of his country? Was that the ob- | 
ject for which Wesster, Cray, Cass, and all | 
the patriots of that day, struggled so long and 
so strenuously? Was it merely the applica- 
tion of a temporary expedient in agreeing to stand 
by past and dead legislation that the Baltimore | 
platform pledged us to sustain the compromise of | 
1850? Was it the understanding of the Whig | 
party, when they adopted the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850 as an article of political faith, that 
they were only agreeing to that which was past, | 
and had no reference to the future? If that was 
their meaning—if that was their object—they 
palmed off an atrocious fraud upon the American 
people. -Was it the meaning of the Democratic 
party, when we pledged ourselves to stand by 
the compromise of 1850, that we spoke only of | 


the past, and had no reference to the future? If | 


| so, it was then a fraud. 


| which were designed to mislead and deceive the 


When we pledged our | 
President to stand by the compromise measures, | 
did we not understand that we pledged him as 

to his future action? Was it as to his past con- | 
duct? If it had been in relation to past conduct | 
only, the pledge would have been. untrue as | 
to a very large portion of the Democratic party. | 
Men went into that convention who had been op- 

posed to the compromise measures—men who ab 
horred those measures when they were pending— 
men who never would have voted affirmatively on 
them. But inasmuch as those measures had been 
passed, and the country had acquiesced in them, 
and it was important to preserve the principle in 
order to avoid agitation in the future, these men 
said, we waive our past objections, and we will 
stand by you and with you in carrying out these | 
principles in the future. 

Such I understood to be the meaning of the two 

great parties at Baltimore. Such I understand to 
have been the effect of their pledges. If they did 
not mean this, they meant merely to adopt reso- 
tutions which were never to be carried out, and | 


people for the mere purpose of carrying an elec- 


| ton. 


I hold, then, that as to the territory covered by | 
the Utah and New Mexico bills, there was an ex- | 
press annulment of the Missouri compromise; and | 
as to all the other unorganized territories, it was | 


BE. 
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superseded by the principles of that legislation 
_ and we are bound to apply those principles jn the 
organization of all new Territories, to all which we 
now own, or which we may hereafter acquire 
| If this construction be given, it makes that com- 


promise a final adjustment. No other construc. 
tion can possibly impart finality to it. By any 
other construction the question is to be reopened 
the moment you ratify a new treaty acquiring an 
inch of country from Mexico. By any other con. 
struction you reopen the issue every time you 
make a new territoral government. But, sir, jf 
you treat the compromise measures of 1850 in the 
light of great principles, sufficient to remedy tem- 
porary evils, at the same time that they prescribe 
rules of action applicable everywhere in al! time 
| to come, then you avoid the agitation forever, if 
you observe good faith to the provisions of these 
| enactments, and the principles established by them, 
Mr. President, | repeat, that so far as the ques- 
tion of slavery is concerned, there is nothing in the 
| bill under consideration which does not carry out 
the principle of the compromise measures of 1850), 
| by leaving the people to do as they please, sub- 
ject only to the provisions of the Constitution of 
the United States. If that principle is wrong, the 
| billis wrong. If that principle is right, the bill is 
| right. It is unnecessary to quibble about phrase- 
| ology or words; it is not the mere words, the 
| mere phraseology, that our constituents wish to 
| judge by. They wish to know the legal effect of 
| our legislation. 
| The legal effect of this bill, if it be passed as re- 
| ported by the Committee on Territories, is neither 
| to legislate slavery into these Territories nor out 
of them, but to leave the people do as they please, 
| under the provisions and subject to the limitations 
of the Constitution of the United States. Why 
| should not this principle prevail? Why should 
| any man, North or South, object to it? I will 
especially address the argument to my own sec- 
tion of country, and ask why should any narthern 
man object to this principle? If you will review 
the history of the slavery question in the United 
States, you will see that all the great results in be- 
half of free institutions which have been worked 
out, have been accomplished by the operation of 
this principle, and by it alone. 
hen these States were colonies of Great 
Britain, every one of them was a slave-holding 
rovince. hen the Constitution of the United 
tates was formed, twelve out of the thirteen were 
slave-holding States. Since that time six of those 
States have become free. How has this been 
effected? Was it by virtue of abolition agitation 
in Congress? Was it in obedience to the dic- 
tates of the Federal Government? Not at all; but 
they have become free States under the silent but 
| sure and irresistible working of that great princi- 
| ple of self-government which teaches every people 
to do that which the interests of themselves and 
their posterity morally and pecuniarily may re- 
quire. 

Under the operation of this principle New 
| Hampshire became free, while South Carolina 
continued to hold slaves; Connecticut abolished 
slavery, while Georgia held on to it; Rhode Island 
abandoned the institution, while Maryland pre- 
| served it; New York, New Jersey, and Pennsy!- 
vania abolished slavery, while Virginia, North 
Carolina, and Kentucky retained it. Did they do 
it at your bidding? Did they do it at the dicta- 
tion of the Federal Government? Did they do it 
in obedience to any of your Wilmot provisoes or 
ordinances of ’87? Not at all; they did it by 
virtue of their right as freemen under the Consti- 
tution of the United States, to establish and abol- 
ish such institutions as they thought their own 
good required. ; 

Let me ask you where have you succeeded in 
excluding slavery by an act of Congress from one 
inch of the American soil? You may tell me that 
_ you did it in the northwest territory by the ordi- 
nance of 1787. I will show you by the history 
of the country that you did not accomplish any 
such thing. You prohibited slavery there by law, 
but you did not exclude it in fact. Hlinois was a 
part of the northwest territory. With the excep- 
tion of a few French and white settlements, it was 
a vast wilderness, filled with hostile savages, when 
the ordinance of 1787 was adopted. Yet, sir, 
when Hlinois was organized into a territorial gov- 
ernment it established and protected slavery, and 
maintained it in spite of your ordinance, and in 
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defiance of its express prohibftion. Itisa curious 
fact, that so long as Congress said the territory of 
Iilinois should not have slavery, she actually had 
it: and on the very day when you withdrew your 
congressional prohibition, the people of Illinois, 
of their own free will and accord, provided for a 
system of emancipation. 

“Thus you did not succeed in Illinois Territory 
with your ordinance or your Wilmot proviso, be- 
cause the people there regarded it as an invasion 
of their rights. They regarded it as a usurpation 
on the part of the Federal Government. They re- 
garded it as violative of the great principles of 
self-covernment, and they determined that they 
would never submit even to have freedom so long 
as you forced it upon them. 

Nor must it be said that slavery was abolished 
in the constitution of Illinois in order to be ad- 
mitted into the Union as a State, in compliance 
with the ordinance of 1787, for they did no such 
thing. In the constitution with which the people 
of Illinois were admitted into the Union, they ab- 
solutely violated, disregarded, and repudiated your 
ordinance. The ordinance said that slavery should 
be forever prohibited in that country. ‘The con- 
stitution with which you received them into the 
Union as a State said that al! slaves then in the 
State should remain slaves for life, and that all 
persons born of slave parents after a certain day 
should be free at a certain age, and thatall persons 
born in the State after a certain other day should be 
free from the time of their birth. Thus their State 
constitution, as well as their territorial legislation, 
repudiated your ordinance. Illinois, therefore, is 
a case in point to prove that whenever you have 
attempted to dictate institutions to any part of the 
United States, you have failed. The same is true, 
though not to the same extent, with reference to 
the Territory of Indrana, where there were many 
slaves during the time of its territorial existence; 
and I believe also there were a few in the Terri- 
tory of Ohio. 

But, sir, these Abolition confederates in their 
manifesto, have also referred to the wonderful re- 
sults of their policy in the State of lowa and the 
Territory of Minnesota. Here again they hap- 
pen to be in fault as to the laws of the land. The 
act to organize the Territory of lowa did not pro- 
hibit slavery, but the people of lowa were allowed 
to do as they pleased under the territorial gov- 
ernment; for the sixth section of that act provided 
that the legislative authority should extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation, except as to the'dis- 
position of the public lands, and taxes in certain 
cases, but not excepting slavery. It may, how- 
ever, be said by some that slavery was prohibited 
in lowa by virtue of that clause in the Iowa act 
which declared the laws of Wisconsin to be in 
force therein, inasmuch as the ordinance of 1787 
was one of the laws of Wisconsin. If, however, 
they say this, they defeat their object, because 
the very clause which transfers the laws of Wis- 
consin to lowa, and makes them of force therein, 
also provides that those laws are subject to be al- 
tered, modified or repealed by the Territorial Le- 
gislatureof lowa. lowa therefore, was left to do 
as she pleased. Iowa, when she came to form a 
constitution and State government, preparatory 
to admission into the Union, considered the sub- 
ject of free and slave institutions calmly, dispas- 
sionately, without any restraint or dictation, and 
determined that it would be to the interest of her 
people in their climate, and with their productions, 
to prohibit slavery, and hence lowa became a free 
State by virtue of this great principle of allowing 
the people to do as they please, and not in obedi- 
ence to any federal command. 

_The Abolitionists are also in the habit of refer- 
ring to Cregon as another instance of the triumph 
of their abolition policy. There again they have 
overlooked or misrepreserited the history of the 
country. Sir, it is well known, or if it is not, it 
ought to be, that for about twelve years you failed 
to give Oregon any governmentor any protection; 
and during that period the inhabitants of that 
country established a government of their own, 
and by virtue of their own laws, passed by their 
own representatives before you extended your 
jurisdiction over them, prohibited slavery - a 
unanimous vote. Slavery was prohibited there by 
the action of the people themselves, and not by 
virtye of any legislation of Congress. 

It is true that in the midst of the tornado which 
swept over the country in 1848, 1849, and 1850,a 
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provision was forced into the Oregon bill prohibit- i] permanently a slave-holding country. I have no 


ing slavery in that Territory; but that only goes 
to show that the object of those who pressed it 
was not so much to establish free institutions as to 
gain a political advantage by giving an ascendency 
to their peculiar doctrines, in the laws of the land; 
for slavery having been already prohibited there, 

|} and no man proposing to‘establish it, what was 
the necessity for insulting the people of Oregon by 
saying in your law that they should not do that 

| which they had unanimously said they did not 
wish todo? That was the only effect of your legis- 
lation, so far as the Territory of Oregon was con- 
cerned. 

How was it in regard to California? Every 
one of these abolition confederates who have thus 
arraigned me and the Committee on Territories be- 
fore the country, who have misrepresented our po- 
sition, and misquoted the law and the fact, predict- 
ed that unless Congress interposed by law, and 
prohibited slavery in California, it would inevitably 
become a slave-holding State. Congress did not 
interfere; Congress did not prohibit slavery. 
There was no enactment upon the subject; but the 
people formed a State constitution, and then pro- 
hibited slavery. 

Mr. WELLER. The vote was unanimous in 
the convention of California for prohibition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. So it was in regard to Utah 
and New Mexico. In 1850, we who resisted any 
attempt to force institutions upon the people of 
those Territories, inconsistent with their wishes 
and their right to decide for themselves, were de- 
nounced as slavery propagandists. Every one 
of us who was in favor of the Compromise 


measures of 1850 was arraigned for having advo- | 


cated a principle proposing to introduce slavery 
into those Territories; and the people were told, 
and made to believe, that unless we prohibited it 
| by act of Congress, slavery would necessarily and 
inevitably be introduced into these Territories. 
| Well, sir, we did establish the territorial gov- 


|| ernments of Utah and New Mexico without any 


prohibition. We gave to these Abolitionists a 
| full opportunity of proving whether their predic- 
tions were true or false. Years have rolled round, 
and the result is before us. The people there 
have not passed any law recognizing, of estab- 
lishing, Br introducing, or protecting slavery in 

the Territories. 
1 know of but one Territory of the United States 


| where slavery does exist, and that one is where 


ou have prohibited it by law, and it is this very 
Nebraska Territory. In defiance of the eighth 
| section of the act of 1820, in defiance of Congres- 
sional dictation, there have been, not many, but a 
few slaves introduced. I heard a minister of the 
Gospel the other day conversing with a member of 


This preacher was from that country; and a mem- 
ber put this question to him: ‘*Have you any ne- 
groes out there?’’? He said there were a few held 


held by white men? He said there were a few, un- 
| der peculiar circumstances, and he gave an in- 
stance: An abolition missionary, a very good man, 
had gone there from Boston, and he took his wife 


| with him. He got out intothe country,butcould not | 


| get any help; hence he, being a kind-hearted man, 


gro, and took him up thereas ** help.”’ 
| ter. 
oon Free-Soil and Abolition preachers and mis- 
| sionaries go into the country, they can buy a ne- 
| gro for their own use, but they do not like to allow 
any one else to do the same thing. [Renewed 
laughter.} I suppose the fact of the matter is sim- 
ply this: there the people can gei no servants—no 
| * help,” as they are called in the section of coun- 
try where 1 was born—and, from the nevessity of 
the case, they must do the best they can, and for 


{Laugh- 


have no doubt that whether you organize the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska or not this will continue for 
sometime to come. It certainly does exist, and it 
| will increase as long as the Missouri compromise 
applies to the Territory; and I suppose it will con- 
tinue for a little while during their territorial con- 
'| dition, whether a prohibition is imposed or not. 
| But when settlers rush in—when labor becomes 
'| plenty, and therefore cheap, in that climate, with 
|| ts productions, it is worse than folly to think- of 

its being a slave-holdingcountry. I do not believe 
i| there is a man in Congress who thinks it could be 


the Committee on Territories upon this subject. | 


by the Indians. I asked him if there were not some | 


went down to Missouri, and gave $1,000 for a ne- | 


So, under peculiar circumstances, when | 


this reason a few slaves have been taken there. 1 | 


idea that it could. All I have to say on that sub- 
ject is, that when you create them into a Territory, 
you thereby acknowledge that they ought to be 
considered a distinct political organization. And 
when you give them in addition a Legislature, you 
thereby confess that they are competent to exer- 
cise the powers of legislation. If they wish sla- 
very they havea rightto it. If they do not want 
it they will not have it, and you should not force 
it upon them. 

i do not like, I never did like, the system of 
legislation on our part, by which a geographical 
line, in violation of the laws of nature, and climate, 
and soil, and of the laws of God, should be runt to 
establish institutions for a people; yet, out of a 
regard for the peace and quiet of the country, out 
of respect for past pledges, and out of a desire 
to adhere faithfully to all compromises, I sustained 
the Missouri compromise so long as it was in 
force, and advocated its extension to the Pacific. 
Now, when that has been abandoned, when it has 
been superseded, when a great principle of self- 
government has been substituted for it, | choose to 
cling to that principle, and abide in good faith, not 
only by the letter, but by the spirit of the last 
compromise. 

Sir, I do not recognize the right of the Aboli- 
tionists of this country to arraign me for being 
false to sacred pledges, as they have done in their 
proclamation. Let them show when and where 
| have ever proposed to violate a compact. I have 
proved that 1 stood by the compact of 1820 and 

' 1845, and proposed its continuance and observance 
in 1848. I have proved that the Free-Soilers and 
Abolitionists were the guilty parties who violated 
that compromise then. I dena like to compare 
notes with these Abolition confederates about ad- 
herence to compromises. When did they stand 
by or approve of any one that was ever made? 

Did not every Abolitionist and Free-Soiler in 
America denounce the Missouri compromise in 
1820? Did they not for years hunt down raven- 
ously for his blood every man who assisted in 
making that compromise? Did they not in 1845, 
when Texas was annexed, denounce al! of us who 
went for the annexation of Texas, and for the con- 
tinuation of the Missouri compromise line through 
|it? Did they not in 1848 denounce me asa siave- 
ry propagandist for standing by the principles of 
the Missouri compromise, and proposing to con- 
tinue the Misgouri compromise line to the Paci- 
fic ocean? Did they not themselves violate and 
repudiate it then? fs not the charge of bad faith 
true as to every Abolitionist in America, instead 
of being true as to me and the committee, and 
those who advocate this bill? 

They talk about the bill being a violation of the 
compromise measures of 1850. Whocan show 
me a man in either House of Congress who was 
in favor of the compromise measures of 1850, and 

| who is not now in favor of leaving the people of 

Nebraska and Kansas to do as they please upon 

the subject of slavery according to the provisions 
of my bill? Is there one? If so, 1 have not 
heard of him. This tornado has been raised by 

Abolitionists, and Abolitionists alone. They 

have made an impression upon the public mind in 
the way in whieh I have mentioned, by a falsifi- 
cation of the law and the facts; and this whole 
organization against the compromise measures of 
1850 is an Abolition movement. I presume they 
had some hope of getting a few tender-footed 
|, Democrats into their plot; and, acting on what 
they supposed they might do, they sent forth 
publicly to the world the falsehood that their ad- 
dress was sigued by the Senators and a majority 
of the Representatives from the State of Ohio; but 
when we come to examine signatures, we find no 

'one Whig there, no one Democrat there; none 
but pure, unmitigated, unadulterated A bolitionists. 

Much effect, | know, has been produced by this 
circular, coming as it does with the imposing title 
of a representation of a majority of the Ohio del- 
egation. What was the reason for its effect? Be- 
cause the manner in which it was sent forth im- 
= that all the Whig members from that State 

ad joined in it; that part of the Democrats had 
signed it; and then that the two Abolitionists had 
signed it, and that made a majority of the delega- 
tion. By this means it frightened the Whig party 

' and the Democracy in the State of Ohio, because 

|| they supposed their own Representatives and 

'| friends had gone into this negro movement, when 


; 
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the fact turns out to be that it was not signed by 
a single hig or Democratic member from Ohio. 

Now, | ask the friendsand the opponents of this 
measure to look at it as itis. Is not the question 


involved the simple one, whether the people of the | 


Territories shall be allowed to do as they please 
upon the question of slavery, subject only to the 
limitations of the Constitution? ‘That is all the 
bill provides; and it does so in clear, explicit, and 
unequivocal terms. | know there are some men, 
W higs and Democrats, who, not willing to repu- 
diate the Baltimore platform of their own party, 
would be willing to vote for this principle, pro- 
vided they could do so in such equivocal terms 
that they could deny that it means what it was in- 
tended to mean in certain localities. 1 do not wish 
to deal in any equivocal language. If the principle 
is right, let it be avowed and maintained. If it is 
wrong, let it be repudiated. Let all this quibbling 
about the Missouri compromise, about the terri- 
tory acquired from France, aout the act of 1520, 
be cast behind you; for the simple question is, 
will you allow the people to legislate for them- 
selves upon the subject of slavery? Why should 
you not? 

When you propose to give them a territorial 
government do you not acknowledge that they 
ought to be erected into a political organization; 
and when you give them a Legislature do you 
not acknowledge that they are capable of seif- 
government? Having made that acknowledg- 
ment, why should you not allow them to exercise 
the rights of legislation? Oh, these Abolitionists 
say they are entirely willing to concede all this, 
with one exception. They say they are willing 
to trust the Territorial Legislature, under the lim- 
itations of the Constitution, to legislate upon the 


rights of inheritance, to legislate in regard to reli- | 


gion, education, and morals, to legislate in regard 
to the relations of husband and wife, of parent 
and child, of guardian and ward, upon everything 
pertaining to the dearest rights ard interests of 
white men, but they are not willing to trust them 
to legislate in regard to a few miserable negroes. 
That is their single exception. They acknowledge 
that the people of the Territories are capable of de- 
eiding for themselves concerning whitemen,but not 
in relation to negroes. ‘The real gist of the matter 
is this: Does it require any higher degree of civil- 
ization, and intelligence, and learning, and saga- 
city, to legislate for negroes than for white men? 
If it does, we ought to adopt the abolition doc- 
trine, and go with them against this bill. If it 
does not—if we are willing to trust the people 
with the great, sacred, fundamental right of pre- 
scribing their own institufions, consistent with the 
Constitution of the country, we must vote for 


this bill as reported by the Committee on Terri- | 


tories. That is the only question involved in the 
bill. I hope I have been able to strip it of all the 
misrepresentation, to wipe away all of that mist 
and obscurity with which it has been surrounded 
by this Abolition address. 

I have now said all I have to say upon the 
present occasion. For all, except the first ten 
minutes of these remarks, the Abolition confed- 
erates are responsible. My object, in the first 
oe was only to explain the provisions of the 
vill, so that they might be distinctly understood. 
I was willing to allow its assailants to attack it as 
muchas they pleased, reserving to myself the right, 
when the time should approach for taking the 
vote, to answer, in a concluding speech, all the 
arguments which might be urged against it. | 
still reserve—what | believe common courtesy and 
parliamentary usage awards to the chairman of a 
committee and the author of a bill—the right of 
summing up, after all shall have been said which 
has to be said against this measure. 


I hope the compact which was made on last | 


Tuesday, at the suggestion of these A bolitionists, 
when the bill was proposed to be taken up, will 
be observed. It was that the bill, when taken up 
to-day, should continue to be considered from day 
to day until finally disposed of. I hope they will 
not repudiate and violate that compact as they 
have the Missouri compromise and all others 
which have been entered into. I hope, therefore, 
that we may press the bill to a vote; but not by 
depriving persons of an opportunity of speaking. 

I am in favor of giving every enemy of the bill 
the most ample time. 
tiently, and then take the vote and pass the bill. 
We who are in favor of it know that the princi- 


| Democrats who. signed it. 


| in fact. 
Let us hear them all pa- | 


ple on which it is based is right. Why then 
should we gratify the Abolition party in their 
effort to get up another pohucal tornado of fanat- 
icism, and put the country again in peril, merely 
forthe purpose of electing a few agitators to the 
Congress of the United States ? 

We intend to stand by the principle of the com- 
promise measures of 1850—that principle which 


lost the Presidency to the Senator from Michigan | 


{[Mr. Cass] in 1848, but which triumphed ia 1850, 
although he had been a martyr in the cause—that 
principle to which the Democracy are pledged, not 
merely by the Baltimore platform, but by a higher 
and a more solemn obligation, to which they are 
pledged by the loveand affection which they have 
for that great fundamental principle of Democracy 
and free institutions which lies at the basis of our 
creed, and gives every political community the 
right to govern itself in obedience to the Consti- 
tution of the country. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, ! had some inti- 
mation, coming to the Senate Chamber this morn- 
ing, 
|Mr. Dovesas] has now pronounced. | was aware 
that an assault was to be made upon us. Well, 
sir, the assault has been made. The Senator has 


paraded his battery; he has fired his guns; we have | 
heard the noise; we are in the midst of thesmoke; | 


but nobody is burt. We are sull here; we yet 
survive; and | doubt not we shall long survive all 
such attacks as that which he has now been 
pleased to make. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois charges 
that the address, upon which he has been pleased 
to comment in terms which befit any other place 


call an Abolition caucus held upon Sunday. Aye, 


sir, with a generosity, peculiarly his own, he has | 
availed himself of a mere error of date, and piously 


holds up to public reprobation the gentlemen who 
have signed that address as violating the sacred- 
ness of the Sabbath day, that day for which he 
cherishes, doubtless, a peculiar reverence. And 
yet, at the very moment of making this charge, 


he refutes it by another, asserting that this very | 


appeal was printed in the New York Times and 


other New York papers on the Monday morning | 


following that very Sunday. Did he ft know 
that it was impossible that the document could 
have been prepared and signed here on Sunday 
and published in New York on Monday morning? 


Well, sir, the Senator further charges that a false | 


statement has been put forth in connection with 
this address. 


of the members from the State of Ohio. He 
thinks that the design was to catch some ‘* soft- 
footed Democrats.”’ 
Aye, that is the phrase by which he chooses to 
mark all Democrats who will vote against this bill. 
I trust he will find that such Democrats are a little 
more numerous than he seems now to imagine. 
I do not know how many there May be. | pass 
that. What I have now to deal with is the Sena- 
tor’s charge, and that | pronounce utterly ground- 
less. 

The simple facts are these: The appeal was 
prepared upon consultation among the Independent 
It was afterwards 
suggested that it should be signed by the Senators 
and a number of the Representatives from Ohio, 
and sent forth as an address to the people of that 
State. {t was signed by my colleague and my- 
self, with that view; but some alterations being 
required by certain Representatives, which could 
not be made without inconvenient delay, it was 
determined to issue the document with the sig- 
natures only of the gentlemen by whom it was 
originated, and in the form originally proposed, 
as an appeal to the whole country. That is the 
plain story. The address bears no signatures 
other than those of the Independent Democrats, 
whom the Senator chooses to style ‘* the Abolition 
confederates.’? By no one of them was it ever 
represented to be otherwise signed. Some gentle- 
men connected with the press, however, hearing 
of the purpose that it should be signed by more 
or less of the delegation from Ohio, have sent it 
abroad with a statement that it was thus signed 
I have a note in my hand which the 
corresponding editor in this city of the New York 
Times has just sent me from the reporters’ gal- 


' lery, in which he states how the mistaken state- 
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| ment went into that paper. I will not trouble the 


of the diatmbe which the Senator from Illinois | 


| pended to them. 
| here intothis Chamber, and charges Senators with 
|| false statements, intended for special effect in Ohio, 
than the Senate Chamber—however low that place | 
may be—was concocted in what he chooses to | 


That false statement, as he alleges, | 
was this: that the appeal was signed by a majority | 


**Soft-footed Democrats! ”’ | 
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Senate with the reading of it; but I will send it 
to the reporter, to he printed with these remarks 
My colleague is in his seat, and knows the truth 
of what I speak. 
Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I heard the address 
half read, and, judging of its quality by its sam- 
ple, I signed it. Judging it by that sample, and by 
what has been made known by the Senator from 
Iilinois, | now indorse every word of it, for | be. 
lieve it is per‘ectly trueand correct. It was issued 
without my signature, for the reasons assigned by 


| my colleague. 


Mr. CHASE. Not only, Mr. President, were 
none of us who are connected with this address re- 
sponsible in any degree for any of those newspaper 
statements, but it 1s also true that the moment | 
learned thata statementattributing the address to the 
Ohio delegation was likely to appear in the New 
York Times, | requested the correspondent of that 
paper to telegraph the actual names of the signers 
for the very purpose of preventing any misappre- 
hension. And yet the Senator represents me as 
having sent this document to the State of Ohio 
with this misrepresentation. The very reverse of 
this is true. When | found how it appeared jn 
the New York papers, I telegraphed at once to 
friends in Ohio not to publish the address with 
any such statements. | do not know how it bas 
appeared there. I know only that I have sent 


| none of these documents anywhere to be published 


with any other signatures than those actually ap- 
And yet the Senator comes 


in relation to the signatures to this appeal. There 
is nota particle of foundation for the charge. Sir, | 


| do not envy him either the spirit which prompted 


it, or the position which*he occupies, having 
made it. : 

Well, sir, the Senator proceeded to take excep- 
tion to the character and scope of the whole doc- 
ument. He says that we, forsooth, have held him 
up to the country in this address as guilty of cer- 
tain great and enormous crimes. Why, sir, any 
man who reads the address will see that in no 
part of it, from first to last, except in a brief note 
appended, is the Senator mentioned at all. So 
far as | am responsible for the document, either by 
signature orauthorship, I tell the Senator he was 
not in all my thoughts. He exaggerates his im- 
portance when he supposes that we had him, 
rather than any other member of the committee, 
specially in view. Sir, | know the gigantic stat- 
ure of the Senator; I know the weight and import- 
ance which he possesses in the country; I know 
that he has a great and powerful party surround- 
ing him; and | know also the great disadvantages 
under which I enter into any controversy which 
he provokes. lam ina minority. I know that 
full well. It is no very pleasant position. Bul 
dare do that which | should like to see the Senator 
also do. I dare adhere to principle, even though 
that adherence must carry me into a minority. 

It is very true, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] and myself 
are but two in a body of sixty-two. We know 
that upon the great question which we feel our- 
selves bound to press upon the consideration of 
the American people we have not the sympathies 
of this body with us. But we can proudly chal- 
lenge scrutiny of our action, and defy the produe- 
tion of an instance in which we have been illiberal 
to those from whom we differ. When have we 
stopped to inquire whether the interests to be ef- 
fected by our votes were those of the North or the 
South? When did we fail to give to any proper 
measure for tlie benefit of any southern State or 
citizen a prompt, an earnest, and a cordial sup- 
port? When did we ever offer a sectional oppo- 
sition to any nomination sent here? Upon what 
occasion did we ever discriminate, by sectional 
lines, between interestsor men? Why, then, are 
we to be thus assailed ? , 

Sir, our offense is, that we deny the nationality 
of slavery. No man can show that we have ever 
sought to interfere with the legislation of any 
State of the Union upon that subject. Al! that 
we have ever insisted uponis, that the Territories 
of this Union shall be preserved from slavery; and 
that where the General Government exercises eX- 
clusive jurisdiction, its legislation shall be on the 
side of liberty. It is because we defend these pos!- 
tions that the Senator from Illinois attacksus. He 
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thinks that he can take advantage of his position 
in the country—that he can take advantage of his 
connection with a great and powerful political or- 
ganization, and assail us with little hazard. It is 
safe to attack opponents who stand, as we stand, 
without the supports hecountsupon. / y: sir, that 
shows courage, that shows chivalry, that shows 
high honor, that shows lofty manhood—to assail 
the few and the unsupported. lL tell the Senator | 
from Ilinois that we did notassail him. We did || 
not say a word about him from the beginping to 
the end af our appeal. He was named only in 
the postcript, and then merely as the author of I] 
the bill. We spoke of the bill. Wespokeof its 
character. We said nothing about the character 
of the individuals who were its authors; anybody 
may see that who chooses to read the address. 

In the whole discussion of the matter in contro- 

versy, we confined ourselves in that appeal strictly 
and closely to the merits of the case. .And now, 
sir, here, in this Chamber, before this audience, 
I reaffirm every word.and every syllable of that || 
appeal. I make no personal imputations; I make 
no personal tharges; I do not follow the example 
which has been set here to-day, but which, in my 
judgment, is not fit to be followed anywhere; but 
| reaffirm and reiterate, distinctly and emphati- 
cally, every word and every syllable of that ad- 
dress. I thank the Senator from Illinois for having 
brought it so prominently before the country. It 
will now reach thousands and tens of thousands 
who would not have read it but for the discussion 
which has taken place here to-day. It will be 
seen, read, and judged by the people, and they 
will determine for themselves whether or not its 
doctrine be sound and its facts truly stated. 

In this appeal ** we arraign this bill as a gross 
violation of a sacred pledge.’” The Senator from 
Ilinois thinks that the pledge of the Missouri 
compromise was nothing worth. We think it was 
of vast consequence, and absolutely binding; and, 
as the bill proposes to abrogate it, we do not choose 
soft words, but characterize it at once as it deserves. 
We arraign it also as “ta criminal betrayal of 
precious rights.’? Well, what rights are precious, 
if those secured to free labor and free laborers in 
that vast Territory are not?) What can be criminal, 
if it be not criminal to subvert these rights for the 

urpose of giving room to slavery? When the || 
Gil proposes to reach this bad end by the baseless | 
declaration that the Missouri prohibition is super- | 
seded by the principles of the legislation of 1850— | 
a singular mode of repeal that—we call it ‘‘a | 
criminal betrayal of precious rights.”’ 

The appeal goes on to denounce the bill as | 
‘* part and parcel of an atrocious plot to exclude 
from a vast unoccupied region emigrants from the 
Old World, and free laborers from our own States, 
and convert it into a dreary region of despotism, 
inhabited by masters and slaves.” Well, suppose 
this Territory opened to slavery. Who does not | 
know that upon the western borders of Missouri || 
there are many slaveholders restrained now by 
the prohibition, but eager to enter the new Terri- 
tory with their slaves? Who does not know that 
the effect of the introduction of slaves will be the 
exclusion of free laborers, and, to a great extent, 
of the emigrants from Europe? Why, sir, in my 
judgment, a concerted movement by slavery con- 
federates to open this great Territory, larger by 
twelve times than the whole State of Ohio—larger 
than all the existing free States, with the excep- 
tion of California—to the ingress of slavery, is 
mildly characterized by the language of the ap- 
veal. But I will not further review this document. 

t will appear with these remarks, and will speak 
for itself. 

I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to hear | 
me at another time in reply to the argument of 
the Senator from [ilinois. 1 have set myself right 
In respect to the two or three points, which the im: || 
putations of the Senator made it necessary for me 
to notice. | am ready to meet his argument at any | 
ume; but it is too late to enter upon it to-day. I 
shall ask, however, the attention of the Senate, 
at an early day, while I demonstrate that the pro- 
hibition of 1820 was a compact; that it was not 


7 


repealed by the compromise of 1850; that not a 
single word was uttered in this Chamber, or in 
the other House, or any where through the whole 
land, indicating any idea or purpose on the part of || 
anybody that those measures were to operate as | 
such a repeal; and that when the Senator vouches | 
the authority of Clay and Webster to sustain him, | 


| France. 
| thirty thousand slaves in this Territory, most of them 


| length, by a compromise. 


he vouches authorities which would rebuke him, We quote the prohibitory sec.ion :* 


could those statesmen speak from their graves. 
I will detain the Senate no longer. 


[Appeal of the Independent Democrats in Congress to the 


People of the United States. 





SHALL SLAVERY BE PERMITTED IN NEBRASKA?’ 





Wasuineton, Jonuary 19, 1854. 

Fe.tow-Citizens: As Senators and Representatives in 
the Congress of the United States, it is our duty to warn 
our constituents Whenever imminent danger menaces the 
treedom of our institutions or the permanency of our Unien. 

Such danger, as we firmly believe, now impends, and we 
earnestly solicit your prompt attention to it. 

Alt the last session of Congress, a bill for the organization 
of the Territory of Nebraska passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives with an overwhelming majority. ‘That bill was 
based on the principle of excluding slavery from the new 
Territory. It was not taken up for consideration in the 
Senate, and consequently failed to become a law. 

At the present session, a new Nebraska bill has been re- 
ported by the Senate Committee on Territories, which, 
should it unhappily receive the sanction of Congress, will 
open ail the unorganized territory of the Union to the in- 
gress of slavery. 

We arraign this bill as a gross violation of a sacred pledge; 
as a criminal betrayal of precious rights; as part and parcel 
of an atrocious plot to exclude from a vast unoccupied re 
gion immigrants from the Old World, and free laborers 
trom our own States, and convert it into a dreary region of 
despotism, inhabited by masters and slaves. 

‘Take your maps, fellow citizens, we entreat you, and see 


| what country itis Which this bill, gratuitously and reck- 
| lessly, proposes to open to slavery. 


From the southwestern corner of Missouri pursue the 
parallel of 36° 3U’ north latitude, Westerly across the Ar 


| Kansas, across the north fork of Canadian, to the north 
| eastern angle of Texas; then following the northern bound- 


ary of ‘Texas to the western limit of New Mexico; then 
proceed along that western lite to its northern tennaimation 5 
then again turn westwardiy, and tollow the northern line of 
New Mexico to the crest of the Rocky Mountains; then as- 


| cend northwardly along the crest of Wat mountain range to 


the line which separates the United States from the British 
possessions in North America, on the 49th paratiel of north 
jauiude ; tien pursue your course eastwardly along that 
line to the White Earth river, which talis into the Missourn 
trom the north; descend that river to its contluence with 


| the Missouri ; descend the Missouri, along the wesiern bor- 
| der ot Minnesota, of lowa, ot Missouri, to the point where 


it ceases to be a boundary line, and enters the State to 
whieh it gives its name; then continue your southward 


| course along the western limit of that State to the point 


from which you set out. You have now made the circuit 
of the proposed ‘Territory of Nebraska. You have tra 
versed the vast distance of more than three thousand miles. 
You have traced the outline of an area of four hundred and 
eightly five thousand square miles ; more than twelve times 
as great as that of Obie. 

‘Lhis immense region, occupying the very heart of the 
North American continent, aud larger, by thirty-three 
thousand square miles, than all the existing free States, ex 
eluding Calitornia—this immense region, well watered and 
fertile, through which the middle and vorthern routes from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific must pass—this immense region, 


|! embracing all the unorganized territory of the nation, except 


the comparatively insignificant district of Indian territory 
north of Red river and between Arkansas and ‘l'exas, and 


| how for more than thirty years regarded by the common 


consent of the American people as consecrated to freedom 
by statute and by compact—tnis immense region, the bill 


now beiore the Senate, without reason and without excuse, | 


but in flagrant disregard of sound policy and sacred faith, 


|| purposes to open to slavery. 


We beg your attention, fellow-citizens, to a few historical 
facts. . 


The original settled policy of the United States, clearly | 


indicated by the Jefferson proviso of 174, and by the ordi 
nance of 1787, was non- extension of slavery. 

In 1803, Louisiana was .acquired by purchase from 
At that time there were some twenty five or 


within what is now the State of Louisiana; a few only, 
further north, on the west bank of the Mississippi. Con- 
gress. instead of providing for the abolition of slavery in this 
new Territory, permitted its continuance. In 1812 the 
State of Louisiana was organized and admitted into the 
Union with slavery. 

In 181%, six years later, the inhabitants of the Territory 


of Missouri applied to Congress for authority to form a | 


State constituvion, and for admission into the Union. There 
were, at that time, in the whole territory acquired from 
France, outside of the State of Louisiana, not three thou- 
sand slaves. 

There was no apology in the circumstances of the coun- 
try for the continuance of slavery. 
policy was against it, and, not less, the plain language ot 
the treaty under which the territory had been acquired trom 
France. 

It was proposed, therefore, to incorporate in the bill au- 


thorizing the formation of a State government, @ provision | 


requiring that the constitution of the new State should con 
tain an article providing for the abolition of existing slavery, 
and probibiting the further introduction of slaves. 

This provision was vehemently and pertinaciously op 
posed, but finally prevailed in the House of Representatives 
by a decided vote. In the Senate it was rejected, and, in 
eonsequence of the disagreement between the two Houses, 
the bill was lost. 

At the next session of Congress the controversy was re- 
newed with increased violence. It was terminated, at 
Missouri was allowed to come 
into the Union with slavery ; buta section was inserted in 
the act authorizing her admission excluding slavery for- 
ever from aii the territory acquired from France, not in- 
cluded in the new State, lying north of 36° Ww’. 


The original national | 


| 
| 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 





| 








“Sec. 8. Be it further enacted, Thatin all that territory 
ceded by Frence to the United States, under the name of 
Louisiana, which ties north of 36° and 30’ of north tatitude, 
not included within the limits of the State contemplated by 
this act, slavery and involuntary servitude, otherwise than 
as the punishment of crimes, shall be and is hereby forever 
prohibited.’’ 

The question of the constitutionality of this prohibition 
was submitted by President Monroe to his Cabinet. Jobn 
Qu'ney Adame was then Secretary of State ; John C. Cal- 
houn was Secretary of War; William H. Crawford was 
Secretary of the Treasury; and William Wirt was Attor 
ney General. Each of these eminent men, three of them 
being from slave States, gave a written opinion, affirming 
its constitutionality. and thereupon the act received the 
sanetion of the President himsell, also from a slave State. 

Nothing is more certain in history than the fact that Mis- 
souri could not have been admitted as a slave State had 
not certain members from the free States been reconciled 
to the measure by the iné®rpoeration of this probibition into 
the act of admission. Nothing is more certam than that 
this prohibition has been regarded and accepted by the 
whole country as a solemn compact against the «xtension 
of slavery into any part of the territory acquired from 
France, lying north of 36° 30, and not included in the new 
State of Missouri. The same act—let it be ever remem- 
bered—which authorized the formation of a constitution for 
the State, without a clause forbidding slavery, consecrated, 
bey ond question, and beyond honest recall, the whole re- 
mainder of the territory to freedom and free in-titutions for- 
ever. For more than thirty years—during more than half 
the period of our national existence under our present Con- 
stitution—this compact has been universally regarded and 
acted upon as inviolable American law. In conformity 
with it, lowa was admitted as a free State, and Minnesota 
has been organized as a free Territory. 

Ttis astrange and ominous fact, well calculated to awaken 
the worst apprehensions, and the most fearful forebordings 
of future calamities, that itis now deliberately purposed to 
repeal this prohibition, by implication or direetly—the lat- 
ter certainly the manlier way—and thus to subvert this 
compact, and allow slavery in all the yet unorganized (ter- 
ritory. 

We cannot, in this address, review the various pretences 
under which it is attempted to cloak this moustrous wrong ; 
but we must not altogether omit to notice one. 

It is said that the Territory of Nebraska sustains the same 
relations to slavery as did the territory acquired from Mex- 
ico prior to 1850, and that the pro-slavery clauses of the bill 
are necessary to carry into effect the compromises of that 
year. 

No assertion could be more groundless, 

Three acquisitions of territory have been made by treaty. 
The first was from France. Out of this territory have been 
created the three slave States of Louisiana, Arkansas, and 
Missouri, and the single free State of Lowa. The contro 
versy which arose in relation to the then unorganized por- 
tion of this territory was closed in 1820 by the Missourt 
act, containing the slavery prohibition, as has been already 
stated. This controversy related only to territory acquired 
from France. The act by which it was terminated was 
confined, by its own express terme, to the same territory, 
and had no relation to any other. 

The second acquisition was from Spain. Florida, the 
territory thus acquired, was yielded to slavery without a 
struggle, and almost without a murmur. 

The third was from Mexieo. The controversy which 
arose from this acquisition is fresh in the remembrance of 
the American people. Out of it sprung the acts of Con- 
gresa, commonly known as the compromise measures of 
1850, by one of which California was admitted as a free 
State; while two others, organizing the Territories of New 
Mexico and Utah, exposed all the residue of the recently 
acquired territory to the invasion of slavery. 

These acts were never supposed to abrogate or touch the 
existing exclusion of slavery from what is now called Ne- 
braska. They applied to the territery acquired from Mex- 
ico, and to thatonly. They were intended as a settlement 
of the controversy growing out of that acquisition, and of 
that controversy only. They must stand or fall by their 
own merits. 

The statesmen whose powerful support carried the Utah 
and New Mexico acts never dreamed that their provisions 
would ever be applied to Nebraska. Even at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, Mr. Atchison, of Missouri, in a speech 
in favor of taking up the former Nebraska bill, on the 
morning of the 4th of March, 1853, said: “It is evident 
that the Missouri compromise cannot be repealed. So far 
as that question is concerned, we might as weil agree to 
the admission of this Territory now as next year, or five, 
or ten years hence.”? These words could not have fallen 
from this watehful guardian of slavery had he supposed 
that this Territory was embraced by the pro- slavery provis- 
ious of the compromise acts. This pretension had net 
then been setup. It is a palpable afterthought. 

The compromise acts themselves refute this pretension. 
In the third article of the second see ion of the joint reea- 
lution for annexing Texas to the United States, it is ex- 
pressly declared that “‘in such State or States as shall be 
formed out of said territory north of said Misaxuari compro- 
mise line, slavery or involuntary servitude, exeept for 
crime, shall be prohibited ;”’} and in the act for organizing 
New Mexico and settling the boundary of Texas, a proviso 
was incorporated, on the motion of Mr. Mason, of Vir- 
ginia, which distinctly preserves this prohibition, and flouts 
the barefaced preteusion that all the territory of the United 
States, whether south or north of the Missouri compro- 
mise line, is to be open to slavery. I! is as follows: 

** Provided, That nothing herein contained «hall be con- 
strued to impair or qualify anythmg contained in the third 
article of the second section of the joint resolution for an 
nexing Texas to the United States, approved March 1, 
1845, either as regards the number of States that may 


: - ae : —_— 
* Act March 6, 1820—3 U.S. Statutes at Large, 545. 
tAct of March 1, 1845—6 U. 8. Statutes at Large, 797. 
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hereafter be formed‘ out of the State of Texas, or other- 
wiee.’’* : 

Here is proof, beyond controversy, that the principle of 
the Miesduri act prohibiting slavery north of 36° 30°, far 
from being abrogated by the compromise acts, is expressly 
affiiined; and that the proposed repeal of this prohibition, 
instead of be ing an affinnation of the compromise acts, is a 
repeal ola very prominent provision of the most important 
act of the series. [tis solemuly declared, in the very com- 
promise acts, * that nothing herein contained shall be con 
strued to impair or qualify”? the prohibition of slavery 
north of 36° 30/; and yet, inthe face of this declaration, that 
sacred prohibitron is said to be overthrown. Cau presump 
tion further go?) To all who, in any way, lean upon these 
compromises, we commend this exposition. 

The pretences, therefore, that the territory, covered by 
the positive prohibition of 1820, sustains a similar relation 
ta slavery with that acquired from Mexico, covered by no 
protilition except that of disputed constitutional or Mexi- 
can jaw, and that the compromises of 1850 require the in 
corporation of the pro-slavery clatnses of the Uiah and New 
Mexico bill in the Nebraska act, are mere inventions, de 
signed to cover up from public repreheusion meditated bad 
faith. Werehe living now, no one would be more forward, 
more eloquent, or more indignant, in his denunciation of 
that bad taith than Henry Clay, the foremost champion of 
both compromises. 

In 1820 the slave States said to the free States: ‘Admit 
Missouri with slavery and refrain from positive exclusion 
south of 36° 30’, and we will join you in perpetual prohibi 
tion north of that line.”’ The free States consented. In 
i854 the slave States say to the free States: ‘Missouri is 
admitted ; no probibition of slavery south of 36° 30’ has 
been attempted ; we have received the full consideration of 
our agreement; no more is to be gained by adherence to it 
on our part; we therefore propose to cancel the compact.”’ 
If this be not Ponie faith, what isit?) Not without the 
deepest dishonor and crime can the tree States acquiesce 
iu this demand. 


We confess our total inability properly to delineate the 


character or describe the consequences of this measure. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


Language fails to express the sentiments of indignation and | 


abhorrence which it inspires; and no Vision ‘ess penetrat 
ing afd comprehensive than that of the All-Seeing, can 
reach its evil issues, 

To some of its more immediate and inevitable conse 
quences, however, we must attempt to direct your atten 
tion. 

What will be the effect of this measure, should it un 
happily become a law, upon the proposed Pacific railroad ? 
We have already said that two of the principal routes, the 
central and the northern, traverse this Territory. Ifslavery 
be allowed there, the settlement and cultivation of the coun- 
try must be greatly retarded. Inducements to the immi- 
gration of free laborers will be almost destroyed. The en 


hanced cost of construction, and the diminished expectation 


ot profitable returns, will present almost insuperable ob 


stacles to building the road at all; while, even if made, the | 
difficulty and expense of keeping it up, in a country from | 
which the energetic and intelligent masses will be virtually | 


excluded, will greatly impair its usefulness and value. 
From the rich lands of this large Territory, also, patriotic 
#tatesmen have anticipated that a free, industrious, and en 
lightened population will extract abundant treasures of in- 
dividual and public wealth. There, it has been expected, 


freedom joving emigrants from Europe, and energetic and | 


intelligent laborers from our own land, will find homes of 
cortort and fields of useful enterprise. 
become a law, all such expectation will turn to grievous 
disappointment. The blight of slavery will cover the land. 
The homestead law, should Congress enact one, will be 
worthless there. 
cruel necessity, will not, and should not, work beside slaves. 
Labor cannot be respected where any class of laborers is 
held in abject bondage. 

We earnestly request the enlightened conductors of news 


if this bill shall | 


Freemen, unless pres ed by a hard and | 


papers printed in the German and other foreign languages, | 


to direct the attention of their readers to this important mat- 
ter. 

It is of immense consequence, also, to scrutinize the 
geographical character of this project. We beg you, fellow- 
citizens, to observe that it will sever the East from the 
West of the United States by a wide slaveholding belt of 
country, extending from the Gulf of Mexico to British 
North America. Itis a bold scheme against American lib 
erty, worthy of an accomplished architect of ruin. Texas 
is already slaveholding, and occupies the Gulf region from 


the Sabine to the Rie Grande, and from the Gulf of Mexico | 


tothe Red river. North of the Red river, and extending 
between ‘Texas and Arkansas, to the parallel of 36° 30’, lies 
the Indian territory, about equal in extent to the latter 
State, in which slavery was not prohibited by the act of 
1820. 
country and the British possessions, stretching from west 
to east through more than eleven degrees of longitude, and 
from south to north through more than twelve degrees of 


iatitude, extends the great Territory, the fate of which is | 


now to be determined by the American Congress, Thus 
you see, fellow-citizens, that the first operation of the pro 
posed permission of slavery in Nebraska will be to stay the 


From 36° 30/ to the boundary line between our own | 


prouress of the free States westward, and to cut off the free | 


States of the Pacific from the free States of the Atlantic. 
It is hoped, doubtless, by compelling the whole commerce 
and the whole travel between the East and West to pass for 
hundreds of miles through a slaveholding region, in the 
heart of the contivent, and by the influence of a Federal 
Government, centrotled by the slave power, to extinguish 
freedom and establish slavery in the States and Territories 
of the Pacific, and thus permanently subjugate the whole 
country to the yoke of a slaveholding despotism. Shalla 


plot against humanity and democracy so monstrous, and so | 
dangerous to the interests of liberty throughout the world, 


be permitted to succeed ? 


Je appeal to the people. 


Ne nee 


* Congressional Globe, 1849-50, p. 1552; act September 
2. 1850-—-9 United States Statutes at Large, 446. 





We warn you that the dearest | 
interests of freedom and the Union are in imminent peril. | 


| pression of opinion. The error, which was a very natural 


| 

Demagogues may tell you that the Union can be maintained 
ouly by submitting to the demands of slavery. We tell you 
that the safety of the Union can only be insured by the full 
recognition of the just claims of freedom and man. The 
Union was formed to establish justice, and secure the bless 
ings of liberty. When it fails to accomplish these ends, it 
will be worthless ; and when it becomes worthless, it cannot 
long endure. 

We entreat you to be mindful of that fundamentai maxim 
of Democracy—t QUAL KIGHTS AND EXACT JUSTICE FOR 
ALL MeN. Do not submit to become agents in extending 
legalized oppression aud systematized injustice over a vast 
Territory yet exempt from these terrible evils. 

We implore Ciristians and Christian ministers to inter- 
pose. Their divine religion requires them to behold in 
every man a brother, and to labor for the advancement and 
regeneration of the human race. } 

Whatever apologies may be offered for the toleration of 
slavery in the States, nove can be urged for its extension 
into Territories where it does not exist, and where that ex- 
tension involves the repeal of ancient jaw, and the violation 
of solemn compact. Let all protest, earnestly and em- 
phatically, by correspondence, through the press, by me 
morials, by resolutions of public meetings and legislative 
bodies, and in whatever other mode may seem expedient, 
against this enormous crime. 

For ourselves, we shall resist it by speeth and vote, and 
with all the abilities which God has given us. Even if 
overcome in the impending struggle, we shall not submit. 
We shall go home to our constituents, erect anew the | 
standard of freedom, and call on the people to come to the 
rescue of the country from the domination of slavery. We 
will not despair; for the cause of human freedom is the 
cause of God. 

8. P. CHASE, Senator from Ohio. 

CHARLES SUMNER, Senator from Mass. 
SDWARD WADE. CR epresentatives from Ohio 
GERRIT SMITH, Representative from N. York 
ALEX. DE WITT, Representative from Mass. 


Note.—The amended Nebraska bill, introduced by Mr. | 
Douglas, Was promptly printed at length in the Washington 
Sentinel. As printed, it did not meet the views of certain | 
southern gentlemen, and it Was then discovered that an im- | 
portant declaratory section, legislating into the bill the prin- | 
ciples of the compromise, had been omitted by a clerical 
error. Even after this remarkable clerical error had been 
rectified, the bill was unsatisfactory, and now Mr. Douglas 
proposes more amendments—to divide the Territory into | 
two ; to charge the Treasury with the expense of two Ter- 
ritorial Governments ; to strike out the clerical error sec- 
tion, and insert elsewhere in the bill a clause excepting | 
from the laws of the United States extended over the Terri- 
tory, the Missouri prohibition. The last proposed amend- | 
ment will read thus: 

** That the Constitution, and all laws of the United States, 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same | 
force and effect within the said Territory of Nebraska as 
elsewhere within the United States, except the eighth sec- 
tion of the act preparatory to the admission of Missouri 
into the Union, approved March 6, 1820, which was super 
seded by the principles of the legislation of 1850, commonly 
called the compromise measures, and is hereby declared | 
inoperative.”’ 

‘This amendment is a manifest falsification of the truth of 
history, as is shown in the body of the foregoing address. 
Nota man in Congress, or out of Congress, in i850, pre- | 
tended that the compromise measures would repeal the | 
Missouri prohibition. Mr. Douglas himself never advanced 
such a pretence until this session. His own Nebraska bill, 
of last session, rejected it. Itis a sheer afterthought. To 
declare the prolibition inoperative, may, indeed, have | 
effect in law as arepeal, but it is a most discreditable way 
of reaching the object. Will the people permit their dear- | 
est interests to be thus made the mere hazards of a presi- 
dential game, and destroyed by false facts and false infer- 
ences? 


Letter from Mr. Simonton to Mr. Chase. 


SENATE GaLiery, January 30, 1854. 
Hon. 8S. P. Chase: i 

An act of inadvertence on my part seems to have sub- | 
jected you to the charge of procuring the publication of the 
independent Democratic Address against the Nebraska bill, | 
with the statement that it was signed by a majority of the 
Representatives from Ohio. | deem it a duty to state to you 
the circumstances under which the mistake, for which you 
certainly are not responsible, occurred. 

Learning accidentally that an address on the subject 
was about to be published, I solicited the favor of proof 
sheets for publication in the New York Daily Times, asa 
matter of much interest to a large proportion of the reading 
public. With some difficulty | obtained them, and they 
were transmitted to New York before any signatures had | 
been appended, and before it had been definitely decided 
whether the address would be offered for general signature 
of members of Congress trom Ohio, or would be issued as 
the address of the Independent Democracy in Congress to 
the people of the United States. 

The document first reached the public through the col- 
umns of the Times. The evening before it appeared you 


sent me the names of the signers, with the request that I || 


would send them to New York by telegraph for publication 
in their proper place, that there might be no mistaking the 
quarter from whence the document emanated. I regret to 
say that I failed to telegraph until 10 o’clock at night, when, 
as it subsequently appeared, the first “ form’? of the paper 
had gone to press. That *‘ form,” unfortminately, contained 
the address in question ; and my dispatch was too late to 
accomplish its object. In the absence of any signatures, 
the editor had appended a note stating that the address was 
** signed by a majority of the Representatives from Ohio.” 
He did this, [ suppose, on an intimation I had previously 
given him that such an address was about to be issued, and 
would be so signed. I had no authority, however, for that 
statement, and did not intend to make it, except as an ex- 
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_ 


30, 


one, it will be seen was not committed by you, or at your 
suggestion; on the contrary, it occurred in the very face of 
your efforts to prevent it. 


If any one will take the trouble to look into the Daily 
Times of the 24th instant—the issue which contains the ad- 
dress—he will find upon the editorial page the names of 
each o! the gentlemen who did sign that document—those 
names taken, doubtless, from my dispatch. Thus the error 
comtnitied on the page containing the address is rectified 
on the editorial page, where it is stated, also, that the 
appeal of these Independent Democrats is made to the 
“ people of the United States.” 

The New York Tribune copied the address from the 
Tiimes, errors and all; and there can be little doubt that the 
erroneous publications elsewhere had the same origin. The 
Evening Post of the 25th contained the address with the 
proper caption and signatures. 

Trusting this explanation may be of service in removing 
the imputation which has been made, 

I am, respectfully, and truly yours, 

JAMES W. SIMONTON, 
Washington Ed. N. Y. Daily Times,} 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, before the 
Senate adjourns | crave a single moment. Ag 
one of the signers of the address referred to by 
the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dovetas,] I ac- 
cept now openly, before the Senate and the coun- 
try, my full responsibility for it, and deprecate no 
criticism upon it from any quarter. That docu- 
ment was put forth in the discharge of a high 
public duty; on the precipitate introduction into 
this body of a measure which, as it seems to me, 
is not only subversive of ancient landmarks, but 
hostile to the peace, the harmony, and the best 
interests of. the country. But, sir, in doing this, 
I judged the act, and not its author. I saw only 
the enormous proposition, and nothing of the Sen- 
ator. 

The language used is strong, but it is not 
stronger than the exigency required. Here is a 
measure which reverses the ume-honored policy 
of our fathers in the restriction of slavery; which 
sets aside the Missouri Compromise—a solemn 
compact, by which all the territory ceded by 
France under the name of Louisiana, was ‘ for- 
ever’’ consecrated to freedom—and which violates, 
also, the alleged compromises of 1850; and all 
this is to open an immense territory to the ingress 
of slavery. Such a measure cannot be regarded 
without emotions too strong for speech. It cannot 
be justly described in common language. It is a 
soulless, eyeless monster—horrid, unshapely, and 
vast—fitly pictured in the verse of the poet: 

** Monstrum horrendum, informe, ingens, cui lumen 

adeinptum,”’ 
And this monster is now let loose upon the coun- 
try. 

Allow me one other word of explanation. It 
is true that I desired that the consideration of this 
measure should not be pressed at once with inde- 
cent haste, as was proposed, even before the Sen 
ate could read the bill in which it was embodied. 
1 had not forgotten that the Missouri bill, as ap- 
pears from the Journals of Congress, when first 
intrdduced in December, 1819, was allowed to rest 
upon the table nearly two months before the dis- 
cussion commenced. The proposition to undo the 
only part of that work which is now in any de- 
gree within the reach of Congress should be ap- 

»roached with even a greater caution and reserve. 

he people have a right to be heard on this mon- 
strous scheme; and there is no apology for that 
driving, galloping speed, which shall anticipate 
their voice, and, in its consequences, must despoil 
them of this right. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, 

The Senate adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 30, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
COMMUNICATIONS FROM DEPARTMENTS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the Treasury Department, con- 
taining tables showing the number of establish- 
ments, and where located, that were engaged in 
| the manufacture of salt, the amount of capital in- 
vested in said manufacture, the average quantity 
manufactured, the table of prices for which salt 1s 
sold under the present rate of duties thereon, and 
_ also, tables showing the amount of foreign salt im- 
| ported into the United States. WW yt. 
On motion by Mr. DRUM, the communication 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
| Means, and ordered to be printed. 


Prayer 
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The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Second Auditor’s Office 
of the Treasury Department, transmitting copies 
of accounts rendered by persons cliarged and in- 
trusted with the disbursement and application of 
money, goods, and effects for the benefit of the 
Indians, from the Ist of July, 1852, to the 30th of 
June, 1852, inclusive, together with statements | 
containing the names of persons to whom money, | 
goods, and effects have been delivered within the 
period specified. 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the communt- 
cation was laid upon the table, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a | 
communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting tables in regard to the clerks em- | 
ployed in the Treasury Dagerenainc as the sev- | 
eral bureaus thereof; which was laid upon the | 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


MADISON PARTON. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the motion to lay upon the table the bill for the 
relief of Madison Parton. It will be recollected that 
the amendment proposed to this bill by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House was voted down, and 
also that a motion was made to lay the bill upon the 
table. The previous question having been ordered 
to be put, the bill comes up now, although it is a 
private bill. , 

Mr. DEAN. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House rejected the amendment pro- 

yosed by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the bill 
upon the table will supersede all other motions. 

Mr. DEAN. I hopethe gentleman from South 
Carolina will withdraw it. 

Mr. ORR. I will withdraw the motion I made 
to lay the bill upon the table. I am in favor of the | 
bill, if the clause providing interest is stricken oat. | 


Mr. DEAN. I think itis a dangerous prece- || 


dent to pay interest in such cases. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Isthe gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Dean] at liberty to make the motion 
to reconsider? 

Mr. DEAN. 
called. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I would suggest whether | 


There are no yeas and nays 


it be proper to reconsider this bill in the absence |. 


of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hittyer] 
having it in charge? 

The SPEAKER. It can be postponed only by | 
the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. DEAN. I would suggest that, as the 
gentleman from Georgia, in whose charge this bill 
is, is not present, the bill go over by unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition to recon- 
sider may be postponed, if it be the pleasure of | 
the House. To when does the gentleman pro- 
pose to postpone the further consideration of the 
motion r 

Mr. ORR. I suppose to-morrow will be as | 
good a time as any. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I must ask 








if the gentleman from New York, who moves to 
reconsider, voted in the affirmative? 

The SPEAKER. The yeasand nays were not 
taken, and the gentleman has}the right to make 
the motion, whether he voted in the affirmative or 
negative. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I do not know 
whether | have any objection to the proposition | 
to postpone or not. I cannot hear or understand 
the state of the case. 

The SPEAKER. On Friday last a bill for the 
relief of Madison Parton was reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House. The bill con- 
tained in it a proposition to pay interest upon the 
claim. The committee proposed to amend by 
striking out that provision. he House refused 
to concur in the amendment, and the provision 
was retained in the bill. A motion was then 
made to lay the bill upon the table, the previous 
question having been ordered upon the passage 
of the bill. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Orr] now withdraws the motion to lay 
upon the table. The gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Dean] moves to reconsider the vote b 


ment of the Committee of the Whole; and as the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Hittyer,}] who 
reported the bill, is not in the Hall, it is proposed 


Pa 


to postpone the further consideration of the mo- 
tion until to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit that the 
bill being a private one, goes over until the next 
private bill day. ; 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question having 
been sustained, and the main question ordered, it 
is the opinion of the Chair that the bill comes up 
first in order to-day, notwithstanding the fact that 
it is a private one. 

Mr. JONES. I think that makes no difference. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
no other business can intervene until the House 
has executed its order, that the main question be 
now put. 

Mr. JONES. A majority may suspend even 
the rule requiring days to be sét apart for the con- 
sideration of private business. I know it is held 
that on resolution day, a motion to suspend the 
rules goes over till the next resolution day; and if, 
on the next day, a motion be made to reconsider, 
it must go over until the succeeding resolution 


day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware that 
Fridays and Saturdays being set apart for the | 
consideration of private bills, all such bills must go | 
over tothe next private bill day, unless the previous 
question shall have been ordered to be now put, 
in which case the Chair decides that the bill comes 
on the next day in which the House is in session. | 
It isa point of no special importance; but the Chair 
thinks his decision is in accordance with the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The decision of the Chair 
is clearly in accordance with the uniform practice | 
of tiie House. | 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent | 
of the House that the further consideration of the | 
bill go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope it will be 
postponed until Friday next. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that | 
disposition of the motion will be made. 

There being no objection, the bill, with the mo- 
tion to reconsider, was postponed until Friday 
next. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


The next business in order was the resolution | 
of Mr. Ewing, introduced last Monday under a 
suspension of the rules. The resolution was read, | 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to re- 


i 


|, quest the Senate to return to this House the resolution of the 


House of the 18th instant, providing for the appointment of 

a select committee on the amendment of the Constitution | 
in reference to the mode of electing the President and Vice | 
President of the United States. 


| 
| 


Mr. EWING. It is my purpose to withdraw | 
that resolution; for I have learned that the Senate, | 
on the motion of the Senator on whose motion our | 
resolution was laid upon the table, will take it up, 
and that the committee upon their part will prob- 
ably be appointed. 


But, with the indulgence of the House, I would | 


like to give a single word of explanation, assfrring 


them, at the same time, that it is not my purpose | 


to become a babbler upon this floor. 1 will not 


rise at any time unless in obedience to what seems | 


to me an imperative call of duty. I find that the 
proposition which I have ventured to offer has 
been misunderstood by some persons, and, inas- 
much as I have the matter very much at heart, a 
single word of explanation may do some good. 

1 propose to amend the Constitution in reference 
to the election of President and Vice President, so 
as to allow the people to vote directiy, without 


| the intervention of electoral agents, upon whom, 


at present, there rests no other than a moral obli- 
gation—no political or legal obligation—to carry 
out faithfully the will of their constitaents. And 
besides the abolition of electoral agents, | propose 
to divide the States into as many districts as each | 
State has Senators and Representatives in Con-— 
gress, the majority of each district to cast its vote 
for whom it pleases, and that vote counting as a 
unit. 

It perhaps may be sufficient to impress the | 


| House with the importance of the resolution, 


which would derive no title to consideration from 


| the simple fact that I have offered it, to remind 
which the House refused to concur in the amend- | 


them that this is no new proposition. Ithas been | 


| advocated for a period of thirty years. It has_ 
| been advocated by such men as Thomas H. Ben- | 
| ton, Martin Van Buren—— | 
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- Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a quee- 
tion of order. This is the day for calling me 
States for resolutions, which oceurs bat once in 
two weeks. I submit the question whether the 
proposition before the House ts debatable? 

Mr. EWING. I would suggest to my friend 
from Tennessee that I shall occupy but a few 
moments. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; but some other member 
may want to make a speech, and the whole day 
will be consumed upon this question. 

Mr. EWING. do not propose to make a 
speech, 

Mr. JONES. But others may. 

Mr. EWING. lI can call the previous question 
when | get through. I submit to the Chair 
whether | cannot explain the importance of the 
resolution, and the necessity of recalling it from 
the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was intro- 
duced under a suspension of the rules last Mon- 
day, and is debatable. 

Mr. EWING. I do not propose to debate the 
resolution now. It would be premature to do so. 
But I have been asked by members of the Select 
Committee itself, and by others, to explain what 
I do want; and as I believe it to be an important 
measure, | wish to say a word in explanation, be- 
fore members make up their minds. 

Mr. HIBBARD. By the leave of the gentleman, 
and for information merely, as | have no distinct 
_ recollection of his resolution, | wish to ask him 
whether the effect of his amendment, if adopted, 
would not be to abolish the present mode of choos- 
ing electors by the votes of the States, and to pro- 
vide that each district shall vote, and that the man 
who receives the votes of a majority of the dis- 
tricts shall be elected President? 


Mr. JONES. | rise again to a question of or- ° 
|, der. The resolution to amend the Constitution 


is not before the House. The resolution before 
the House merely proposes to request the return 
of a certain resolution from the Senate. Is the 
proposition to amend the Constitution debatable, 
under this proposition? If so, the whole day may 
be consumed about this matter. 

Mr. EWING. If the gentleman will not make 
the question of order 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Ten- 
nessee insists on his point of order, it is the duty 
of the Chair to confine the gentleman from Ken- 

| tucky to the propriety of asking a return of the 
resolution from the Senate. 

Mr. EWING. I intend to confine myself to 
that; and I know of no other line of argument 
which will answer that purpose but the one | am 
pursuing. | propose to impress upon the House, 
at least by a few words, the importance of the 
proposed reform, and the necessity, therefore, of 
calling on the Senate to return the resolution, 
which would otherwise be smothered in its infaney. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [am with you in 
regard to your amendment of the Constitution, 
and go further than you do. 

Mr. EWING. 1 am happy to hear it; but I do 
not think the gentleman goes further than I do. 

| This reform has been advocated by such men—if 
I may call the name of a member in connection 

| with such a subject—as Mr. Benton, of Missouri, 
Martin Van ee Mr. Dickinson, George 
McDuffie, Robert Y. Hayne, Nathaniel Macon, 
and Richard M.Johnson,of Kentucky. Ithas been 
recommended time and again by General Jackson, 
and opposed chiefly by Rufus King, the great 
Federalist of New York. This is as brief as any 
other way that I can present it, to enable the 
House to understand the character of the prop- 
osition. 

I know that I shall meet, at the outset, the preju- 
dice which is against all amendment of the Con- 
stitution; but in the spirit of this age suc’ an ob- 
jection cannot last long. It will only last long 
enough to secure proper deliberation, and that is 
all that it ought to secure. I may be allowed to 
say, in a word, that, in the amendment of the Con- 
stitution, those who apprehend alone the danger 
of the opening up of the Constitution, as they 
call it, seem not to see the hidden rocks up to- 
ward which we are fast passing, and the necessity 
for reform. Why, sir, if the time shall ever come 
when three fourths of these States are prepared 
to annihilate the rights of the remaining one fourth, 
and to repeal the constitutional guarantees fixed 
for their protection, in order to get at and destroy 
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these rivhts, on such an occasion to offer a propo- 
sition of this character would be utterly idle . 

Mr. HIBBARD. 
tleman, while he is on that point, | wish to know 
from him whether his amendment, if adopted, 
would not enurely abrogate the whole system of 
choosing by States—annihilate State lines entirely 
in the choice of a President and Vice President? 

Mr. EWING. Thegentleman ought to be per- 
fectly aware that [ cannot undertake to argue and 

rove just now, and it is not the design of the 
Ries hint I should do so. The effect of the prop- 
osition would not be such as the gentleman de- 
scribes. His objections in that view, and in all 
others, are idle and unfounded. 

Mr. HIBBARD. 1 would remark 

Mr. EWING, [cannot yield the floor to the 
gentleman, because discussion is premature. I 
wish to confine myseif to the direct question of the 
importance of the examination of this proposition, 
and the propriety of its examination just now. 
As to ts effects and consequences, | shall be most 
happy to enter into any amicable discussion, in 
puble or private, alany proper time. 

I simply wish to add, that when the time shall 
come when three fourths of the States are prepared 
to repeal constitutional guarantees, in order to op- 
press the remaining one fourth, it would beidle for 
a man tostnd up and say, ** Gentlemen, don’t do 
it; because it is very unusual.’’ Therefore, a 
momentary reflection, it seems to me, ought to 
teach any one that it furnishes no protection to us 
whatever, to be able to appeal to those who would 
amend the Constitution for improper purposes— 
that itis unusual to amendthat Constitution. Itis 
inconsistent with the spirit of theage. It has been 
proven by repeated action of the people in the 
amendment of their State constitutions; and 1 
might, if time allowed, enter on an argument on 
this point as well as on the objections that the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire has enumerated, 
and which | hope, at some future day, to be able 
o fally explain. 

i know that I am infringing upon the time of 
the House in prolonging such an argument just 
now. | simply wish to appeal to gentlemen to 
suspend their views, if they have not hitherto ex- 
amined it, on a question of such great importance, 
as, at least, to have had the earnest labors of those 
whose names | have just pronounced; and of 
others, hardly less illustrious; and to await until its 
proper examination shall enable them to decide, if 
not favorably upon it, at least without prejudice, 
and, above all, without that prejudice of the idle, 
unreasoning conservative, who, while he marches 
back wards, and only looks to the past, unknow- 








Ty aes ~ 


tucky {Mr. Ewine] to withdraw his resolution. | 


With the leave of the gen- | 


ingly strikes upon hidden rocks, upon which it is | 


feared this Government is at last to be wrecked. 

I therefore beg leave, Mr. Speaker, to withdraw 
the motion, as | remarked at the outset, for the 
reason, as | am happy to learn, that the Senator 
from Califorma, who made the motion to lay our 


resolution upon the table, afterwards called it up; | 
and that it will probably be acted upon by the 


Senate, and acted upon favorably. 

The SPEAKER. 
withdrawn. Resolutions are now in order from 
the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. HIBBARD. 
drawn if it is objected to? 

The SPEAKER. 
taken on the resolution, therefore it is in order to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. HIBBARD. 
in reference to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call the gentle- 


The resolution has been | 


No action at al] has been | 


I wish to make one remark 


man to order. There is nothing before the House. | 


Mr. HIBBARD. Mr. Speaker, was there not 
a motion made to lay the resolution upon the table? 
and ware not the yeas and nays called on that 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. There was no motion to lay 
on the table—no motion of the sort. 
tion was introduced last Monday, under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, and on the question of its adop- 
tion being pending the House adjourned. 

Mr. HIBBARD. 


lam informed that there was | 


The resolu- | 


a motion to lay the resolution —— the table, and | 
e 


that the yens and nays were ordered. 


Mr. JONES. Even if that were the case, it | 


does not affect the question of order at all. 
The SPEAKER. No; that would not change 
the order and mght of the gentleman from Ken- 


it 
it 
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The Chair decides that he had a right to with- | 
draw it. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I will not oppose it further; 
all | had to say would have occupied a less time 
than that point of order. 


CALLS FOR RESOLUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER. Resolutions are in order 
from the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. STRATTON. 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to | 
communicate to this Howse any information which may be | 
on the file in his office in reference to a survey of Crow 
Shoal, at Cape May. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution, calling as 
it does for information from the Departments, 
must, under the rule, lie over one day, unless itis 
the pleasure of the Llouse to consider it now. 

Mr. STRATTON, I hope the House will 
allow the resolution to be put now upon its adop- | 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
vote may be taken on the resolution. 

There being no objection, the question was put, | 
and the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. LILLY, in accordance with previous no- 
tice, presented the following bill; which was read 
a firstand second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, viz: ‘‘ A bill 
for the relief of James W. Marshall, of Coloma, 
Ei Dorado county, California.”’ 

Mr. PENNINGTON. 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to report to this House, as early as practicable, the number 
of acres of the public lands which have been donated by the | 
Government of the United States, as near as may be, and 


for what purposes, specifying the quantity foreach purpose, 
and in what States and Territories. 


1 propose the follow- 


There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and adopted. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. 


I offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing a site and | 
erecting. a suitable building in the city of Newark, New | 
Jersey, for a custom house, post office, and other public 
purposes of the Government of the United States, and to | 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Is that an absolute direc- | 
tion to erect these buildings ? 
The SPEAKER. No; itis simply a resolution 
of instruction to inquire into the expediency of | 

doing so. 
There being no objection, the resolution was | 
considered and agreed to, 


Mr. STRAUB, in pursuance of previous notice, | 
introduced the following bills; which were read a 
first and second time, by their titles, and referred | 
as indicated below: 

** A bill establishing the post office of Northum- | 
berland, Northumberland county, Pennsylvania, 
a salaried office.’’ Referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

** A bill for the relief of John Clock and De- | 
catur Herb.’’ Referred to the Committee on the | 


; ___ | Post Office and Post Roads. 
Can a resolution be with- 


‘* A bill granting to the State of Pennsylvaniaa 
portion of the public lands to aid in constructing 
and furnishing the Sunbury and Erie Railroad, and 
for other purposes.”’ Referred to the Committee | 
on Public Lands. 


Mr. BRIDGES, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, introduced the following bill; which was read | 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to | 
the Committee on Public Lands: | 


‘*A bill distributing the proceeds of the sales of | 
the public lands among the several States for edu- 
cational purposes.”’ 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a resolution; | 
which was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire and report upon the ex- 
pediency of causing to be purchased, or erected, in the city 





| of Philadelphia, a building to serve as a post office; and if 


deemed expedient, to.accommodate the courts of the United 
States, and their officers, for the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the question is | 
taken upon the resolution, I ask the permission of 
the House to make one remark upon the latter 
part of the resolution. It has been said upon this 
floor, that the room occupied in Philadelphia by 


dan. 30, 


the United States Post Office, is not one third large 
enough to answer their purposes. An event will 
occur in that State to-day—the consolidation of 
the city of Philadelphia and all the districts— 
which will make it necessary for the city to oc. 
cupy the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts. This will render it necessary that 
other accommodations should be made for the 
courts. These remarks will show the importance 





: || of the latter branch of the resolution. 
I offer the following reso- |: 


Mr. WALKER. I move to amend the resoly- 
tion, by making it also applicable to the city of 
New York. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I cheerfully accept the 
amendment, as a part of the resolution. 

The question was then taken upon the resolu- 
tion as modified, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HIESTER introduced a resolution; which 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
10 inquire into the expediency of printing five hundred ex- 
tra copies of the Blue Book for the present year, for the use 
of the members of this House. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I propose to debate the 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution must go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GROW. I offer the following resolution; 
and if there be objection, I will move to suspend 
the rules with the view to its adoption. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the 17th rule of the House be amended, by 


inserting between the words ‘Treasurer, Compitroliers”’ the 
words “Solicitor of the ‘T'reasury.”’ 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
cannot amend the rules in that way. 1| propose 
to debate the resolution. 

Mr. GROW. I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of introducing the resolution. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. | would respectfully 
suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. 
Grow] that he had better refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. OLDS. Is it in order to have the 17th rule 
referred ? 

Mr. GROW. [call for the reading of the rule, 
and then we can understand the matter better. 

The 17th rule was then read, as follows: 


** No person, except members of the Senate, their Secre 
tary, heads of Departments, Treasurer, Comptrollers, Re 


|, gisters, Auditors, President’s Secretary, Chaplains to Con- 


gress, Judges of the United States, Foreign Ministers, and 
their Secretaries, officers who, by name, bave received, or 
shall hereafter receive, the thanks of Congress for their 
gallantry and good conduct displayed in the service of their 
country, the Governor, for the time being, of any State or 
‘Territory in the Union, such gentlemen as have been heads 
of Departments or members of either branch ef the National 
Legislature, the members of the Legislatures, for the ume 
being, of the States and Territories, and, at the discretion 
of the Speaker, persons who belong to such Legislatures 
of foreign Governments as are in amity with the United 
States, shall be admitted within the Hall of the House of 


, Representatives,” &e, 


The question was then taken upon the suspen- 
sion of the rules, and it was decided in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. GROW demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. O_ps and Mace were ap- 
pointed, 


The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ay es 70, noes not counted. 

I'wo thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

TheSPEAKER., The resolution must go over. 

Mr. DRUM. I desire to inquire whether t 


will be in order to call up resolutions laid over 
upon a former day? 


The SPEAKER. Itis not now in order, unless 


by unanimous consent, or by a suspension of the 
rules. 


Mr. BOCOCK offered the following resolution: 


Whereas, the present system of postage has proved 
highly injurious, and unsatisfactory in several particulars : 

1. Because it has created a large deficit in the funds of 
that Department of the Government, to be supplied out of 
the general treasury. 

2. Because by curtailing the pay of the deputy postmas- 
ters in the country districts, it has compelled many of the 
most efficient of them to resign, and has produced a diffi- 
= in obtaining the services of competent men for those 
offices. 

3. Because it has constrained the Postmaster General to 
adopt asystem of policy which is highly unequal in its oprT 
ation, and which denies to the country districts a propet 
and reasonable degree of postal accommodations: Be 1! 
therefore 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads be instructed to kr pee into the cae 

revising our postage laws, and of reporting a bill to cor 
the evils above set forth. 
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Mr. HIESTER. I move that theresolution be || may be had for the gathering. This Chinese 
laid upon the table. policy of the Dutch authorities operates as a prac- 
Mr. BOCOCK. It is only a resolution to in- | tical exclusion of ourcommerce. 1 wish to know 
quire into the expediency of making the proposed | what our Government has done to vindicate our 
changes. I hope the House will allow the reso- || rights? co Rgehs 
lution to be adopted. | Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1 am not opposed 

The question was taken, and the House refused || to the resolution; but | mave its reference to the 
to lay the resolution upon the table. |, Committee on Foreign Affairs ,that they may have 

The question was again taken, and the resolu- || consultations at the State Department. : 
tion was agreed to. | Mr. BOYCE. 1 have no objection to that dis- 

Mr. FAULKNER, on leave, introduced a bill || Pos!tion of it. 

: ne . N || ‘The resolution was so referred. 

‘further to prohibit officers in the Army and Navy Mr. DENT. [offer the followi lati 
from having an interest in any contract for the sup- r. ete offer the following reso etens 
ply of any articles for any branch of the service Waa the ae pine —_ for the eoanern dis- 

. eee ° 2) . trict of Georgia sits at the town of Marietta, in the county 
to which such said officers belong; eee of Cobb, holding its sessions in the court-house, erected by 
read a first and second time b its title, and re-' jeyying an extraordinary tax on the citizens of the town and 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. county: Therefore : 

y , : ; Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
C suane revious : ‘ 

M r. McM ULLIN, in _ pursuance of P! structed to inquire into the expediency of the United States 
notice, introduced the following | bill; which was paying to the justices of the inferior courts, of said county 
read a first and second time by its title, and re-| and State such sums as may be deemed just and equitable, 
ferred to the Committee on Mileage: and to pay a proper remuneration to the local authorities of 

, f . | said county, for the use of said court-house in future; and 

«* A bill to change the mode of compensation to || ***“ Ys ; 

’ that said Committee report by bill or otherwise. 
the members of the Senate and House of Repre- || TI re: - wee sa 3 ; F 
sentatives, and the Delegates from Territories.” 1e resolution was considered, and adopted. 


Mr. LETCHER introduced the following res- || , Mr. DENT, in accordance with previous notice, 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed introduced the following bill; which was read a 
to: first and second time by its title, and referred to 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- || the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads: 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the law ‘* A bill to establish a mail route from Greenville, 


passed on day of , 1853, in regard to the fees of || by Woodbury and Magdalena, to Pleasant Hill, 
marshals, district attorneys, and clerks of the Federal || jn Georgia.”’ 


-ourts, 80 as to give them increased compensation for their - . J P 

sniebeals. . Mr. DENT, in accordance with previous no- 
Mr. ORR. I offer the following resolution: tice, also introduced the following bill; which was 
Resolved. That five hundred copies of the Compendium read a first and second time by its title, and re- 

of the Census, ordered to be printed by resolution of the ferred, with the documents on file in the House, 

House on the Lith day of January instant, be delivered to || to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions: 

the Superintendent of the Census for the use of the Census ‘¢ A bill for the relief of Hannah Scroggins.” 


Bureau ‘ _ 
TT sti . at silt ed, eee d Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, in pursuance of 
ne queen ae » anc’ || previous notice, introduced the following bills; 


her , —_-sves 7 30): C i og, ; - 
¢ ah, "ORR od ice eae BP Qaeruas va which were respectively read a first and second 
vir. aly. Ce 8. 


Tellers Ware sshd ae Dina Cie ae time by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
ellers w . srs. “9 } ; : 
; on Public Lands: 
Lane of Maryland, were appointed. 
The question was agein put; and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 72, noes 50. : 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


‘* A bill to donatea portion of the public domain 
to the Northeastern and Southwestern railroad, in 
Alabama.”’ 

| ** A bill granting theright of way,and donating 

Mr. ORR, in pursuance of previous notice, in- || a portion of the public domain, to the Gainsville 

troduced the following bill; which was read a first 


| g bu , and Mississippi Railroad Company.”’ 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 


c ~ Indian Affairs: || Mr. HOUSTON introduced the following res- | 
OMMIvce 06 IBGE Amare: ; . || olutions; which were read, considered, and agreed 
‘© A bill defining the terms upon which treaties 


to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting a right 
Mr. McQUEEN, in pursuance of previous no- || Of way, and alternate sections of public land, to the State ot 


. . ‘ . . : 7 Alabama, to aid in the construction of the Alabama and 

tice, introduced the following bill ; which was read | Tennessee Central railroad; and, also, to the Florence and 

a first and second time by its title,and referred to || Nashville railroad. 

the Committee on the Judiciary: ; Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
‘* A bill for the more effectual! prosecution of land | furnish the House of Representatives with such plans and 


: : : > ”» estimates as may be in his Department, for the removal of 
claims belonging to the United States. | obstructions of Colbert’s Shoals, in the Tennessee river. 


Mr. BOYCE. I ask the unanimous consent of Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, in pursuance of 
the House to introduce the following resolution: | previous notice, introduced the following bill; 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby re- || which was read a first and second time by its 
quested, if not inconsistent with the public interests, to | 


communicate to the House of Representatives any corre- | title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
spondence which may have taken place between our Gov- || diciary: , 
ernment and the Government of Holland, in reference to || ‘A bill to repeal an act entitled ‘An act concern- 
the refusal of the Dutelt authorities in the East Indies to re- | ing tonnage duties on Spanish vessels.’ ”’ 
ceive or recognize American Consuls. | 
The SPEAKER. Isitthe pleasure of the House || _ |: 
that the resolution be again ie > | which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
The resolution was d ; d ti Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
M ean _Peae 'G secene tue. Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of amend- 
Mr. BOYCE, , I wish to state, in one word, on | ing the post office laws, so as to authorize the Postmaster 
what that resolution was founded. General to increase the compensation of deputy postmas- 
The SPEAKER. Itcan hardly be done, unless - whew Grit sap is jeotoneete for services rendered, 
by unanimous consent of the House. Otherwise | °"¢ ‘© '°POrt Dy Dill oF otherwise. : 
it must go over. Mr. ABERCROMBIE offered the following 
There was no objection. resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
Me BOYCE. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is 4 a — 
redicated i | esolve at the Committee on Public Lands be, an 
cael sen eT tae rere |; itt hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


“ a. me providing relief for the class of bounty land claimants in 
He says, in his dispatches to the Secretary of || which the applicant dies between filing his application 


State, ‘* that no Consuls or American agents of | and the granting of the warrant, and report by bill or other- 
the United States are received or recognized inthe | ¥'*¢- 
Netherlands East India possessions, thereby caus- 
ing great inconvenience to American merchants, 
ship-masters, and aggrieved or distressed sailors; 
that shipwrecked property, in lieu of being taken | 
possession and disposed of by regularly appointed 
agents of the United States, is taken by Dutch of- | 


ficers, usually unacquainted with commercial busi- | 
ness,’ 


shall hereafter be made with certain Indiar tribes, 
and for other purposes.” 


which was read the first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands: 

‘¢A bill to amend an act entitled an act to enable 
the State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim 
swamp lands in their limits.”’ 

Mr. BARRY also introduced the following bill; 
There is no portion of the globe more inviting || which was read the first and second time by its 
to our commerce, than these islands of the East, | title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
nominally under thesway of Holland. There gold | Land Claims: 


Mr. COBB introduced the following resolution; . 


Mr. BARRY introduced the following bill; | 


a 


**A bill for the relief of Simon Myers.”’ 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, introduced the 
following bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs: 


‘**A bill to provide for the safe keeping of the 


acts, records, and seal of the United States, and 
for other purposes.” 


Mr. PERKINS offered a resolution; which was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House, if any and what, modification of the pres - 
ent diplomatic and consular system of the United States 
seems to be required by the public interest. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 


Mr. PERKINS also offered the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to commnu- 
nicate to this House, if companble with the public interest, 
any correspondence not yet published, which may have oc- 
eurred between the State Department and the American 


Chargé to Austria with reference to persons claiming pro- 
tection of the Government. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, introduced the fol- 
lowing bill; which was read the first and second 


time by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims: 


**An act to revive the act approved 3d March, 
1823, and an act approved 26th May, 1824, sup- 
plementary thereto, in reference to the Rio Honda 
claims, and to said lands in Louisiana.”’ 


Mr. JONES also introduced the following bill; 
which was read the first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

‘*A bill for the establishment of a marine hos- 
pital at Shreveport, in Louisiana.”’ 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, offered a resolution; 
which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Rules be, and 
they are hereby, instructed to inquire whether the twenty 
fourth rule, as it now stands, does not conflict with the 
first amendment of the Constitution of the United States ; 
and if so, what modification of said rule is necessary; 

and that they also inquire in what mode the time of this 
House usually devoted to the practical business of the 
country may be most equitably distributed among its mem- 
bers, so that each Representative may present without de- 
lay the business of his constituents ; and that they report 
thereon to this House ; and also that they inquire into the 
expediency of evening sessions for general debate, when 
the House may be in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, in which evening sessions no vote shall 
be taken, and said committee report upon this subject to 
this House. 


The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of changing 
the site of the military asylum, near the city of Washington, 
from its present location to the estate of Mount Vernon, or 
a part thereof, if the same can be purchased ata reasonable 
price; and that the said committee also inquire and report 
to this House the original cost of the present site of said 
asylum, the quantity of land contained therein, aud the 
amount expended in improvements up to this date, and 
that they report to this House by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Havel the right to move to 
suspend the rules to enable me to submit the res- 
olution ? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman may make 
the motion. 

Mr. TAYLOR. For that purpose I move to 
| suspend the rules. 
| The question was then taken; and, upon a divi- 
| sion, 49 rose in the affirmative. 

So two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
| rules were not suspended. 


| Mr. TAYLOR then, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 

|| read, considered, and agreed to: 

| 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire what changes, if any, are necessary in 
the amourts now paid to the Ministers at the various for 
eign courts, where we are now represented, and al«o what 
change, if any, should be made in compensating our Con- 
suls, and the amounts now paid to them, and that said 
committee report to this House by bill or otherwise. 


| Mr. TAYLOR also introduced the following 
resolution; which was read, considered,and agreed 

| to: 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of causing an 


index to be made of the Washington papers now on deposit 
| in the State Department. 


Mr. CORWIIN offered the following resolution: 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in 
structed to inquire into the justice and expediency of the 
Government of the United States recognizing the Govern 
ment ot the Republic of Liberia, in Atrica, and that said 
committee report by bill ur otherwise. 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee, proposing to debate 
the resolution, it hes over under the rules. 


Mr. WADE offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire what legislation, if any, is 
required to secure the sale, expeditious, and uninterrupted 
conveyance ot the United States mail on railroads, and that 
said committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. LINDSLEY introduced the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed Lo inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
erection of custom house and post office buildings at San- 
dusky city, Ohio; also, of closing the breach made by the 
waters of Lake Erie across the peninsula which divides the 
waters of Sandusky bay and Lake Erie; also, of the com 
pletion of the public works at the mouth of Huron river ; 
and also, of the completion of the public works at the 
mouth of Vermillion river. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of causing to be 
published 10,000 copies of Ferdinand Moulton’s compilation 
of the pension and bounty land laws, for distribution by the 
Commissioner of Pensions, and to ascertain the cost per 
copy. 

Mr. LETCHER proposing to debate the reso- 
lution, it lies over under the rules. 


Mr.GREY, in pursuance of previous notice, in- 
troduced the following bill; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims: 

A bill to provide for the unpaid claims of the 
officers and soldiers of the Virginia State and Con- 
uinental lines of the revolutionary army. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL, in pursuance of previ- | 


ous notice, introduced a bill; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads: 
—as follows: 


‘** A bill to empower the Postmaster General to | 


contract for the transportation of the United States 
mail from New Orleans to San Francisco, accord- 
ing to time.”’ 


Mr. CHURCHWELL also, in pursuance of 


previous notice, introduced a bill; which was read 


a first and second time by its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on Public Lands:—as follows: 
**A bill granting public lands to the several States 


of the Union for the establishment of a perma- | 


nent and efficient system of common schools.’’ 


Mr. CHURCHWELL also, in 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the people of this Union have ever viewed with the deepest 
coucern the renewed intervention of Powers in the affairs 
of countries notembraced within their borders, particularly 
when such intervention bad avowedly for its object the re- 


pression of generous political sentiment, and that they will | 


never permit such an occurrence upon this continent 


without physical resistance to it 


Resolved, That while the United States of America are | 


disposed to observe, in a spirit of good faith, international 
obligations, they desire a similar observance of such obli- 


gations by all of the nations of the earth, and thatthey can | 


never behold with indifference the obliteration of independ- 
ent States by a third Power because of the political free 
dom of such States. S 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, re 
quested to cause a copy of these resolutions to be commu 
nicated to each of the diplomatic agents of foreign nations 
residing near this Government; and also, copies thereof to 
be transmitted to our diplomatic agents in foreign countries, 
in order that the sentiment and purpose of this Republic 
may be neither misconceived nor misunderstood in any 
quarter of the globe. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. I move the reference 
of that joint resolution to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I propose to discuss it. 


TheSPEAKER. The resolution isa jointone, | 


and in the nature of a bill, and the motion now 


pending is, that it be referred to the Committee | 


on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. HILLYER. Is it in order to move to lay | 


the resolution upon the table? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. HILLYER. ThenI submit that motion. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I demand the yeas 
and nays on that motion. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


pursuance of 
previous notice, introduced the following joint | 
resolution; which was read a first and second time: | 


Mr. HILLYER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuurcn- 
weit and Hittyer were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
48 ayes. There not beinga majority of a quorum, 
the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question was then put on referring the res- 
olution to the Committee on Foreign A flairs; which 
was agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 


following resolution: 


I offer the 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
revision and rearrangement of the laws of the United 
States; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

The question was put, and the resolution was 
adopted. : 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no resolu- 
tion to offer, but I ask to withdraw one which I 
introduced here on the 12th of December. It 
stands second on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee may withdraw his resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. What is it? 

Mr. JONES. It was one which proposed that 
the Reporters of the Globe be furnished with sta- 
tionery. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move to suspend the 
rules of the House to allow me to withdraw it. 
The resolution will not come up any more; and if 
not withdrawn, it will only stand here to be printed 
on every Calendar from this time to the end of 
the session. 

The question was taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, and it was agreed to. 

The resolution was then withdrawn. 

Mr. MACE. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Rules to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be permitted to 
cause to be printed, for the use of the House, such amend 
ments as they may propose to the rules, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The question was taken on the resolution, and || 


it was adopted. 


Mr. MACE also, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, introduced a bill; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia: 


tect property in the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. PARKER introduced the following resolu- 
tion; which was read by the Clerk: 
Resolved, That the Superintendent of the United States 
Census be requested to furnish this House, at an early day, | 
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Mr. CHANDLER proposing to debate the res- 
olution, it was laid over under the rule. 


Mr. MILLER, of Missouri, introduced a bill: 
which was read the first and second time by its 
title, as follows, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 

‘* A bill granting to the State of Missouri the 
right of way and a portion of the public lands to 
aid the construction of a railroad from St. Louis 
to Kansas.”’ 


Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill; which 
was read the first and second time by its title, as 
follows, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims: 

‘* A bill for the relief of George Macgirk.”’ 


Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, introduced a bill; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
as follows, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands: 

‘¢ A bill to relinquish to the State of Missouri, 
on certain conditions, two per centum of the net 
proceeds of the sales of public lands sold in said 
State since the Ist day of January, 1821, and re- 
served by theact of Congress of the 6th of March, 
1820.”’ 

Mr. WARREN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 


pay of the Registers of the different land offices. 


Mr. GREENWOOD offered the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the justice and propriety of com- 
pensating the registers and receivers of the general land 
districts in the United States, for the location of the public 
lands, with scrip; and that the said committee report by ° 
bill or otherwise. P 


Mr. SMYTH, of Texas, offered the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of dividing the State of Texas 
int» two judicial districts, and report to this House by bill or 
otherwise. 


Mr. SMYTH also offered the following resolu- 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of erecting a light- 


| house on Sabine Pass, at the mouth of the Sabine river, 


‘**A bill to prevent malicious mischief and pro- | and report to this House accordingly. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I had just 


| stepped out of the House when the State of Illi- 


with what he may deem the best plan for Congress to adopt || 


to induce the establishment of State Bureaus of Statistics 
that may be relied on for all desirable census information, | 
other than the decennial enumeration of the people, and oth- 
erwise to supply the defects of the system heretofore acted 
upon, and at the same time economize the expenses of the 
system. 


Mr. DUNHAM. 


olution. 


The SPEAKER.. Then the resolution must go | 


over under the rules. 
The resolution was laid over. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, introduced a bill; | 


which was read a first and second time by its 


title, as follows, and referred to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary: 


‘A bill in addition toan act entitled ‘An act for || 


the relief of the inhabitants on the reserved town- 


ship in Gibson county, in the State of Indiana,’ ”’ || 


approved August 1], 1842. 


Mr. MILLER also introduced the following res- | 


olution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expe 
diency of establishing a national armovy at Evansville, on 
the Ohio river. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 
| to inquire into the expediency of establishing a marine hos- 

| pital at Galena, Illinois. 

Mr. JAMESC. ALLEN introduced the follow- || aota; and whether or get be bes Gppointed an agent OF 
| agents for that purpose, and if so, who are appointed, and 


ing resolution: 
Resolved, That a select committee of five members of the 


House be appointed by the Speaker to examine the model | 


of an invention (by Samuel Huffman) for taking the yeas 


and nays in legislative bodies, and that they be instructed | 
to report upon the expediency of adopting the same in this |} 
|| mueh money has been received by such agents, from per- 


body. 


[ propose to debate that res- | 


| 


nois was called. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer a resolution. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 


| instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
| extending the pension laws to all those persons who were 
| engaged in the war of 1812, or the Indian wars prior thereto, 
; and to their widows in case of their decease. 


There being no objection, : 
Mr. W. submitted the above resolution; which 


| was considered and agreed to. 


Mr. HENN, on leave, introduced a bill to 


| amend anact entitled ‘*An act to authorize the cor- 
| rection of erroneous locations of military bounty 


land warrants by actual settlers on the public 
lands in certain cases;’’? which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

Also, a bill to increase the salaries of judges ot 
the United States courts in the district of Utah; 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. HENN also submitted the following reso- 


‘lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of dividing the State 
of Iowa into two judicial districts. 


Mr. EASTMAN submitted the following reso- 


| lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he !s 


| hereby, requested to inform this House what steps he has 
| taken to prevent trespasses upon the public lands in the 


States of Wisconsin, Michigan, and the Territory of Minne- 


the date of their appointment, and under what provision of 
law they were appointed, and what instructions he has 


given said agents ; and also to communicate to this House 


any report that such agents have made, in fall, and what 
salary or compensation is paid to such agents, and how 
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sons who have cut timber on the public land, dy way of 
emnp yunding such trespasses, and the expenses incurred 
in collecting the same, and all the items thereof. 

Mr. LATHAM. I made the motion on Fri- 
day last to reconsider the vote by which a bill, 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. That bill has since been 
printed, and I desire now to cail up the motion to | 
reconsider, with e view of putting the bill upon its 
passage. My reason for so doing is, that a small 
delay in the passage of the bill will result in de- 
feating the very object it proposes to accomplish. 
The following is the title of the bill: 

‘*A bill supplemental to an act, entitled ‘An act | 
to ascertain and settle private land claims in the 
State of California,’’’ approved March 3, 1851. 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the report in this case is in the hands of the printer. 

Mr. LATHAM. I can state the substance of 
the report. The gentlemen whose names are men- 
tioned in that bill employed a lawyer of standing 
and ability in the State of California to present 
their claims before the land commissioners. He 
was taken sick with small-pox while he had their 
claims under consideration, and no one would go 
near him, in consequence of the disease being infec- 
tious. The result was that the time prescribed in 
the original statute for the presentation of their | 
claims expired, and they Were deprived of their | 
legal rights. It certainly would be wrong that | 
these gentlemen should be thus deprived of their 
leval rights in consequence of the calamity and mis- | 
fortune of their attorney—such a one as he could 
not, in any manner, prevent. The bill is strictly | 
guarded, so as to give them no rights except such 
as they had under the original bill. It merely gives 
them time to present their claims. If the bill re- | 
mains in the Committeeof the Wholeon thestate of 
the Union, it will probably be the fall before it can 
pass. The commission will then have nearly ex- 
pired, and it takes some four or five months’ labor 
to get a claim ready to present before the commis- | 
sion. For these reasons, I move a reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the bill was referred to | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. 

The question was-then put, and, on a division, 
there were—69 in the affirmative, and 1 in the neg- | 
ative; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to count the | 
members present, with a view of ascertaining if 
there were a quorum in attendance, when it ap- 
peared that there were only 102 members in their 
seats; no quorum. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that there be acall of the 


House. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do 


now adjourn. 


The question was taken, and the House re- || 
fused to adjourn, there being, on a division—ayes 
! 


44, noes 56. 


Mr. DEAN. [I call for the yeas and nays on 
the motion that there be a call of the House. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I think if we have the yeas 


and nays on the call of the House that we shall | 


find a quorum present. 
_ The SPEAKER, There is no quorum present 
in the House, for the Chair has counted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask that the question may 


be taken by yeasand nays, sothat the record may | 


show whether a quorum is, or is not present. 


The SPEAKER. One of the rules of the House | 


gives the right to the Chair to ascertain whether a | 


quorum be present or not. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I do not doubt the right of 


the Chair to do so. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeas 62, nays 97; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ashe, Banks, Belcher, Ben- | 
ton, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamber- | 


lain, Churchwell, Cook, Crocker, Cutting, Johbu G. Davis, 
Dean, Dent, Disney, Dunbar, Edmundson, Etheridge, Far- 
ley, Faulkner, Fenton, Fuller, Greenwood, Hamilton, 
Aaron Harlan, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Ingersoll, Daniel 
T. Jones, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Matteson, 
Mayall, Milison, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Orr, 
Pratt, Reese, Thomas Ritchey, Sage, Seward, Shannon, 
George W. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew Stuart, 
David Stuart, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Ellihu B. 
Ww ashburne, John Wentworth, and Wheeler—62. 

NAY S—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Ball, Bissell, 
Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Corwin, Cox, Craige, Dawson, | 
Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, English, Ewing, Flag- 


ler, Gamble, Giddings, Guode, Goodrich, Grey, Andrew J. || 


Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hendricks, Hiester, 
Hillyer, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kerr, Knox, Lilly, Lindsley, MeCulloch, McDougall, Me 
Mullin, Mace, Macy, Maurice, Maxwell, Meacham, Mid 
dieswarth, John G. Miller, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Peyning 
ton, Bishop Perkins, Pheips, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Rid 
die, David Ritchie, Robbins, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, 
Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Samuel 
A. Smith, William R. Smith, Snodgrass, Prederick P. Stan 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, Straub, John J. Taylor, 
John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Vail, 
Wade, Walker, Walsh, Israel Washburn, Tappan Went 
worth, Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and Zolli- 
cotfer—97. 

So the House refused to order a call of the 
House; and there was a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
supplemental to an act, entitled ** An act to ascer- 
tain and settle the private land claims in the State 
of California,’’ approved March 3, 1851, was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. LANE, in accordance with previous notice, 
introduced a bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories: 

‘*A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
settle and adjust the expenses of the people of 
Oregon from attacks and hostilities of the Cayuse 
Indians, in the years 1847 and 1848,’ ”’ approved 
August 2, 1852. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, 
I hold in my hand a set of resolutions adopted by 


the State of Rhode Island, which I move to have 
read. 


The resolutions were ordered to be read, as fol- | 


lows: 


State of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, in Gen- 
eral Assembly, January Session, 4. D. 1854. 

Whereas, Congress, by a provision of an act approved 
the 6th day of March, 1820, commonly called “the Mis- 
souri Compromise Act,’’ for ever prohibited slavery or in- 
voluntary servitude, except for crime, north of the parallel 
of thirty-six and a half degrees of latitude in all the terri 
tory acquired from France, except that portion lying within 


. thé State of Missouri. 


And whereas, certain propositions have recently been 
made tending to disturb this compromise, it is 
Resolved, That it be recommended to our Senators and 


| Representatives in Congress to use their best efforts to pre- 


vent the passage of any law whereby slavery or involun- 
tary servitude, except for crime, can, under any circum- 
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stances, ever be introduced or established north of said 


parallel. 


Resolved, That the Governor be requested to transmit | 


copies of the foregoing resoluiron to our Senatorsand Rep 


resentatives in Congress, to be by them presented to their 


respective Houses. 


Attest: A. POTTER, Secretary of State. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that these resolutions be | 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and be 
printed. 


It was so ordered. 
Mr. DEAN, in accordance with previous no- 
tice, introduced a bill; which was read a first and 


second time by its title, as follows, and referred to | 


the Committee on Ways and Means: 
** A bill to remove the United States Mint from 


the city of Philadelphia to the city of New York.”’ | 


Mr. HASTINGS, in pursuance of previous 
notice, introduced a bill; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, as follows, and're- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


‘* A bill to amend the pension laws therein men- | 


tioned.”’ 
Mr. WHEELER introduced a _ resolution; 


which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to ex- 
amine into and report whether the census report, as printed 
under the law, has been performed in conformity thereto ; 
and if not, wherein and to what e~tent the act of Con- 
gress has been violated. 


Mr. WHEELER. 

upon its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire if 

it does not require two thirds of the House to ap- 
oint a select committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. A 
majority of the House may appoint such commit- 
tees as they choose. 

Mr. JONES. They cannot do it, because the 
rules provide that the Chair shall appoint them. 

The SPEAKER. 


I call the previous question 
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by the House,’’ is the language of the rule. The 
House ordered the Chair to appoint the committees, 
I'he practice has been, as the gentleman will re- 
member, that whenever a majoruy of the House 
has ordered a select committee, the Chair has ap- 
pointed. 

The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the previous question, and it was not seconded, 
44 only voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
motion recurs upon the adoption of ithe resolution. 

Mr. ORR. | move that the words “select com- 
mittee be appointed to’’ be stricken out, and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘the Committee on 
Printing.’’ 

The question was taken onthe amendment, and 
it was avreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was then agreed to. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE introduced the following 
resolution: } 

Resolved, That the Select Committee appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of amending the Constitution, so as to 
give the election of President directly to the people, be 
also instructed to inquire into the expediency of the elee 
tion of postmasters and collectors of the revenues by the 
people, and to report thereon at an early day. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. 
question upon its passage. 

The previous question was not seconded. 

The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution, it was taken; and there were—- 
ayes 38, noes not counted. 

So the resolution was not agreed to. 

Mr. PECKHAM offered a resolution; which 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
spectfully requested, if not inconsistent with the public 
interest, to transmit to this House copies of thecorres pond 
ence not now communicated, of the United States Lega- 
tion at Constantinople, and the United States consulate at 
Smyrna, with Captain Ingraham, and with the Government 
of Austria, and with this Government, together with the 
instructions from this Government to their ageuts abroad 
touching the seizure and rescue.of Martin Koszta, and the 


terms and conditions on which he was liberated and seat 
to this country. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. CUTTING. I beg leave to report a bill 
from the Committee on the Judiciary which has 
already passed the Senate, and which requires the 
immediate action of this House. Its object is to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to hire rooms 
for the accommodation of the United States courts 
in the city of New York, their buildings having 
been recently destroyed by fire, and to enable 
process made returnable at the present or former 
court-room to be made returnable at the rooms 
which the Secretary of the Interior may provide 
for the exigency of the case. The wheels of jus- 
tice are now or will be stopped, unless this meas- 
ure be immediately acted upon. If there is no 
objection, I will now report the bill. 

The bill was then read by its title, as follows: 

‘* An act to providea place for holding the courts 
of the United States for the southern district of 
New York, and for other purposes.”’ 

Mr. CUTTING. I move that the bill be put 
upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and having been engrossed, was sub- 
sequently read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SAGE. Has the morning hour expired ? 
The SPEAKER. There is no morning hour 
to-day. 


Mr. WALKER. There is a resclution lying 
upon the Speaker’s table inquiring of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury with regard to the coinage 
of gold an‘ silver at the assay office in New York. 
I should like to take it up, if such a motion comes 
within the rules. 

There was no objection; and the following rea- 
olution was taken from the Speaker’s table, read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, requested to report to this House whether the 
assay office, now in the course of construction in the city 
of New York, is of sufficient capacity for the coinage of 
gold and silver, and if so, whether, in his opinion, it would be 


convenient and proper for Congress to authorize the coin 
age at the said office.”’ 


Mr. PRINGLE submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolred, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to report at an early day the bill which passed the House of 
Representatives at the late session of Congress, providing 


I demand the previous 


**Uniless otherwise ordered || for the organization of the Territory of Nebraska. 
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Mr. HAMILTON. I propose to debate that 
resolution. ' 

The SPEAKER. Then it must go over. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. An adverse 
report upon the bill for the relief of John Drout 
and Eliza Merrill was presented by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, which, with the bill, was or- 
dered to lie upon the table. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was laid upon the table, 
with a view of having it recommitted. 1| will state 
that | do it with the assent of the gentleman who 
made the report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. There is evidently 
no quoram present. Il move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I appeal to the gentleman 
to withdraw the motion until this matter can be 
disposed of. It will take buta moment, and Iam 
sure there can be no objection, I state again that 
the gentleman who made the adverse report from 


at Louisville. 


| of that company. 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions is willing that | 


the bill should be recommitted. 
tleman will withdraw the motion. 
Mr. DAVIS declined to withdraw the motion. 
The question was put, and the motion was agreed 
to; and 
The House adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 
0 ’clock, m. 


I hope the gen- 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 31, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Henry Sxicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Sena'e, information in relation to the improve- 
ment of the Arkansas river; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a letter fromthe Commissioner of Patents, 
communicating that portion of the annual report 
for the year 1553 which relates to arts and manu- 
factures; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the usual extra 
niimber of copies be printed; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial of inspect- 
ors of customs for the port of Baltimore, praying 
an increase of compensation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of forty- 
three citizens of Wayne county, in New York, 
praying an appropriation of public lands for the 


construction of a ship canal around the falls of | 


Niagara; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, pray- 
ing that a contract may be entered into with Chris- 
tian Hansen, for the transportation of the United 
States mail, by steamers, between Brooklyn and 
certain ports in Europe; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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Mr. GWIN presented a memorial of the offi- 
cers and crew of the United States frigate St. Law- 
rence, praying to be allowed an increase of pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE. [ask leave to submit the peti- 
tion of certain citizens of Cincinnati, who represent 
that the commerce and the interests of the citizens 
of the wastern States suffer great losses in conse- 
quence of the obstructions at the falls of the Ohio, 
They represent that a private com- 
pany have been organized to construct a canal on 
the Indiana side, the canal on the Kentucky side 


not being sufficient for the commerce of the river. | 


They ask that an appropriation, either of land or 

of money, may be made by the Government in aid 

1 move that the petition be re- 

ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of John Bron- 
son, praying compensation for losses of property 
destroyed by Indians during the last war, submit- 
ted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of John 
P. McElderry, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, to which was referred the bill allowing a | 


eredit for a limited period for duties on railroad 
iron imported into the United States, reported it 
back with an amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRATT, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to in- 
corporate the National Hotel Company of Wash- 
ington City; which wes read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimouscon- 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill to constitute | 


Palatka and Bayport, in the State of Florida, 
ports of delivery, respectively; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred: to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. FOOT, according to previous notice, asked | 
| and obtained leave to introduce a bill to incorpo- | 


rate the National Pacific Railroad Company; 


| which was read twice by its title. 


Mr. FOOT. 


| upon the introduction of that bill, to explain at 


| some length its several provisions; but inasmuch 
| as the whole — is now before a Select Com- 


mittee, | shail forbear trespassing upon the time 
allotted to the ordinary business of the morning 
hour, and therefore move the reference of the bill 


| to the Select Committee, and that it be printed. 


Mr. BENJAMIN presented the memorial of | 


Charles McCormick, an assistant surgeon in the 
Army, asking to be allowed a percentage on 
money disbursed by him under the act of March 
2, 1847; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of the 
New Orleans Chamber of Commerce, praying that 
provision be made by law for the remission of du- 
ties on merchandise destroyed by fire; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of 
George Alexander, praying pecuniary relief on 
account of logs of health while in the service of 
the United States Commission to run the north- 
eastern boundary line; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented the petition 


of Minerva Catlett, widow of Hanson Catlett, a 
surgeon in the Army, praying a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of the cap- 
tain and members of the Auxiliary Guard of the 
city of Washington, praying an increase of com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Matthew Rippy be with- 


drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- | 


| mittee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the petition of the heirs of John Treland 
be withdrawn froin the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Caty White, widow of Lieu- 


| tenant William White, of the revolutionary army, be with- 


i] 
i 


drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Captain C. L. Easton be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the petition 


| and papers of Don Juan Virgil. 


SEIZURE OF THE SANDWICH ISLANDS. 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- | 


lution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, 
copies of all correspondence between the Governments of 
the United States and Great Britain in regard to the Sand- 
wich Islands, including copies of all eommunications be- 


1 had intended, Mr. President, | 





| Jan. 31. 


| tween the Secretary of State and Mr. Fox, the British 
Minister, during the years 1843 and 1844, in regard to the 
independence of those islands, and especially of the letters 
of Mr. Fox.to Mr. Upshur of the 25th of June, 1843, and of 

| Mr. Upshur to Mr. Fox of the th July, 1843; also, a copy 
of any protest or other communication from the King of the 
Sandwich Islands to this Government in regard to the 
seizure of those islands by Lord George Paulet, commander 
of his Britannic Majesty’s ship Carysfort, and of any reply 

| of this Goverument thereto. 


DEFENSE OF BALTIMORE. 


Mr.-PEARCE submitted the following rego- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
| 10 communicate to the Senate a statement, showing the 
amount of money that has been allowed and paid under the 
acts of 26th June, 1834, and 29th May, 1830, to the owners 
of the following-named vessels, sunk for the defense of the 
| harbor of Baltimore, to wit: Ship Scioto, schooner Packet, 
ship Packet, brig Ann, brig Betsey, brig George, sbip Adri- 
ana, schooner Scudder, brig Blanche, brig Sally, ship Mars, 
sloop Rosanna, schooner Enterprise, brig Eliza, brig Swal- 
low, schooner Columbia, ship Thomas Wilson, and ship 
Chesapeake. 


APPEAL FROM DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following rego- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con. 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the expedieney of providing for 
appeals from the district courts of the United States in the 
| State of Florida to one of the circuit courts of the United 
| States, in all cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction 
| in which the amounts in controversy may be less than two 
| thousand dollars, exclusive of costs. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Macedonia, via Bethiehem, 
to Glenwood, in Iowa. 


RAILROADS IN WISCONSIN—NEBRASKA. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, the bill grant- 
ing a portion of public lands to the State of Wis. 
consin, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and branch road in said State, was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

{t proposes to grant to the State of Wisconsin, 
(for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a 
railroad from near its southern boundary, east of 
range thirteen, by way of Janesville, in Rock 
county, and Fon-du-Lac, on Lake Winnebago, to 
such point on Lake Superior as may be designated 
under its authority, and for the construction of a 
branch railroad from Janesvilley by way of Madi- 
son, to the St. Croix river, near the falls thereof) 
every alternate section of land designated by odd 
numbers, for six sect.ons in width on each side of 
the road and brancl: road, with the right to take 
other lands, within fifteen miles of the Proads, in 
case the lands «loug the route shall have been sold, 
| or may be subject to preémption rights. It also 
proposes to double the price of the reserved ‘sec- 
tions. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 wish to say very briefly 
that this bill is reported according to the form 
agreed upon by the Committees on Public Lands 
of the two Houses of Congress. It passed the 
Senate at the last session, making a grant of a 
greater quantity of land than is now proposed. 
I simply ask the Senate to vote upon it, whatever 
its voice may be in regard to it. is reported 
upon unanimously by the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
|| Mr. DAWSON. I should like to be informed 
whether there has been a survey made of the route 
of the road? 

Mr. WALKER. There has, and it has been 
|| located. 

Mr. DAWSON. I should like to know the 
number of miles of the main road and branch 

road. 
| Mr. WALKER. That cannot be answered 
|| definitely at present. 1 said that the road was lo- 
| cated. The northern terminus of it strikes the 





line of Michigan. Before it can pass through 
Michigan, some action of that State will be re- 
| quired. I believe that the length of the road !s 
| about one hundred and ninety miles; but 1 would 

say this, that if it were longer, passing through 
| public lands of the character that they are in that 
| portion of the State, the better it would be for the 
| Government, because there is no means by which 





